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Preface 

Thraugh the kindness of Sir Asiitosh Mookerjee, Kt., 
the book entitled CuUnre and Kulfiir Jiaee-Origins, which 
is the subject of these lectures, is being published under 
the auspices of Calcutta Ifniversity. It is now in the 
press, and will appear in due eoiu’se at no distant date. 

The views therein- enunciated are, it is true, unusual; 
but for that reason alone they invite attention. Apart 
from this, like my Uomic Chronology, they are broad-based 
and symmetrical, and are internally consistent and in vital 
union, not only with each other, but also e.\l(“nially with 
the world of facts by which tliey are environed. 

I submit them for general con.sideration, )»e)ieving them 
to be sound as a whole; and I am convinced that, even 
should they prove startling to-day, they will win out in 
the end. 


Calcutta, 
November, 1919, 


II. BRUCE HANNAH. 
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Culture and Kultur Race^Origins 

or 

The Past Unveiled 


LECTURE I 

The book in respect of which, by grace of tlie Univer- 
sity Authorities, I am about to deliver a few lectures, 
is by no means a recast of European and other Bace-Origiyis 
(London, 1915) — my first attempt at an independent inves- 
tigation of what, under the guise of e.r cathedra teach- 
ing, we have hitherto been asked, or rather directed, to 
believe regarding the past — a sort of jireliminary canter 
round, principally undertaken for the purpose of reducing 
to printed expression a number of ideas, more or less 
clear, more or less indefinite, which had been floating about 
in my mind from early youth onwards. No, this book is 
an entirely new work. True, like its predecessor, it deals 
with race-origins, race-developments, and race-movements, 
though I put a limit on what I mean by the term 
“ race.” But, striking out into the inexhaustible subject 
of Culture, it also essays a more or less extensive, and, 
as I submit, original, survey of remote Antiquity — ^ita 
literary and monumental records, its mythologies, tradi- 
tions, religious and philosophical beliefs, ethnological and 
philological problems, and so forth. It corrects errors 
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which, thou»;h uiiuotiuetl by my critics, glaringly vitiated the 
argument throughout Enropean awl other Race-Origins — 
notably in regard to the ethnic identity of the original 
ancient Kassi. It draws a distinction between the Bar- 
barous and the Non-Barbarous races of mankind, whether 
Civilised or Uncivilised. And lastly, it .seeks to define that 
wherein True Civilisation, or Culture, really consists — 
whence the short but comprehensive title, Culture awl 
KvMur Race-Origins. 

But the outstanding feature which imparts to this 
book what I venture to call its own individuality is the 
practically exact and certain character of its chronology — or 
rather a chronology which will be practically exact and 
certain when, in due course, it has been properly worked 
out in all its bearings. 

After I had published European anil other Race-Origins, 
I realised to my horror that much of my chronology — 
particularly in connection with ancient Egyptian history — 
was absolutely and atrocious!}' wrong. I do not at all mind 
admitting this now, and even myself drawing pointed 
attention to it, because it is only by experiencing such 
shocks to one’s amour propre that one has any chance of 
eventually coming by the truth. Moreover, I have since 
arrived gradually and cautiously at the firm conviction 
that the chronology of our leading authorities — even our 
most prominent and most eminent Egyptologists — is equally 
unreliable ; indeed, in some cases it is obviously and hope- 
lessly “ out ” by enormous margins of error. 

Accordingly, as already explained elsewhere, I reso- 
lutely determined to address myself to the task of solving, 
if possible, this tremendous problem of Chronology as it 
was understood by the ancients. Chance led me to take 
up first the subject of Ancient Egyptian (or, as I prefer 
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to call it, Romic) Chronology. For long I had been 
groping blindly in the dark, and more recently in a kind 
of chiaroscuro, as witness my booklet The Secret of Egyp- 
tian Chronology (London, 1916) : but not very long ago 
my whole mental horizon on this subject seemed suddenly 
to clear, and now I believe that at no distant date we 
shall be immersed in a ilood of light. Indeed, I am con- 
fident that in the hands of skilled operators, and when 
finally perfected, the principles and methods which I have 
recently been advocating will constitute a Search-Light 
the potency of which is well-nigh incalculable. We 
shall be able to flash its rays into the depths of Antiquity 
at least as far back as the 3rd millennium £.C. As I 
remarked in The Secret of Egyptian Chronology — 

“ It will now bo possible to determine with meticulous 
nicety the majestic chronological sequence of the history 
of those old Dwellers on the Nile. With that sequence 
taken as a main-line, and with lateral synchronisations 
projected out towards Babylonian, Assyrian, Kretan, 
Mykenaean, Hittite, Hellenic, Hebrew and other records, 
we should now be able to reconstruct the Past on a scale 
and with a degree of elaboi'ation respectively greater and 
more minute than has ever been possible before. Indeed, 
there is no reason now why future industry should not 
enable us to present to coming generations, nay to our 
own, a picture of Antiquity as imposing in general outline 
and as brilliant in detail as is likely to be the history of 
our own momentous times ” (pp. 134-135). 

Ail around us, now-a-days, we hear men (statesmen and 
others) perpetually talking about “ Reconstruction.” The 
expression seems to be on everj’body’s lips. Well, it is said 
that we are Ephemera, mere “ Creatures of a day.” We live 
in the Present j are dominated by it ; and our cognitions 
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are only those of “ Appearances,” Maya “ Delusion.” The 
allegation is a libel. We are more, much more, than 
that. In our deep interior we possess faculties which 
enable ns to cognise “ Reality.” But “ Reality ” can never 
be found in the Present, the Past, or the Future, alone. 
It subsists only in all three, laheii as a tinily — for, so re- 
garded, they constitute the “ Eternal Now,” which, 
and which alone, is “ Reality.” Hence, all attempts 
to solve so-called “ Reconstruction Problems ” with re- 
ference to the Present only, or the Future only, or 
with reference to the Present and the Future only, 
will certainly end in vanity and vexation of spirit. It 
is absolutely necessary that the Past also should be taken 
into account. Let us therefore reconstruct the Past. 
The means whereby the task can be achieved are now 
for the first time made available to Scholarship. I find 
it very difficult to describe the nature and effect of my 
book. The only way to give you an adequate idea of 
its contents would be to read out the book itself to you 
from start to finish. This, however, would take too 
long j you would probably find it wearisome ; and 
therefore such a course is not to be thought of. All 
that remains for me to do is to try to give you an 
epitome of it, as illuminating as is consistent with 
that brevity which in the circumstances is imposed 
upon me. i 

In the first place I shall endeavour to give you a 
general synopsis of those aspects of it which are more 
particularly connected with ethnic-origins, race-develop- 
ments, and those incessant shiftings of more or less 
vast communities, peoples, or nations, to which the 
Germanic world has given the convenient name of V'dlkex- 
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Now, when I speak of race-origins, racc-developments, 
and race-movements, 1 would not be misunderstood. Some 
time ago a friend wrote to me as follows : — 

“ I do not think we shall ever do much in our 
analyses of races until we get a firm conception of 
the large autochthonous element which underlies all con- 
quests and accretions. Man has been at least a million 
years, probably several million years, on the globe, and 
we go hunting about for race beginnings. It seems 
supremely silly. On the margin of each of the four 
great groups and in isolated areas there has been some- 
times complete substitution. Elsewhere the changes have 
been mainly surface ones.” 

With this statement — cynically critical though it be— 
I have no quarrel. But in making it my friend was 
thinking of something much wider than, and very 
different from, the limited programme that I had set 
before myself in Enrojiean and other Race-Origins, and 
to which I still adhere. He seems to have imagined 
that there I intended plunging into the bottomless 
depths of Anthropology ! Now, if he imagined this of 
that book, others also may be doing the same : and 
your minds may be trending in the same direction with 
reference to my present work. Let me therefore to some 
extent define what still remain the limits of my pro- 
posed field of investigation. 

In his Foundations of the Nineteenth Cent-nry, Vol. I, 
p. a96, Houston Stewart Chamberlain suggests that 
Primitive Man was probably — 

“ A variable, comparatively colourless aggregate, from 
which the individual types have developed with increas- 
ing divergence and increasingly distinct individuality.” 
Furthermore, Anthropologists, I understand, are generally 
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agreed that Man is specifically a unity, since, be- 
tween all so-called species of the genus, permanent 
fertility is now recognised as possible. Granting all 
this, and all that my friend above quoted says, it is 
still necessary to start from someichere ; and so, going 
back to what I call Pre-Ehodo-Leukocliroic (Rosy-Blond) 
Man, and speaking verj’^ broatlly, we may classify him 
under 3 great Groups — 

(1) Melano-Leukochroic Man — dark-white complexion, 
short and slight in stature, long-headed, with dark hair 
and eyes — more or less autochthonous throughout the 
Great Central Zone which runs from say the Pyrenees 
and Atlas in the west to western Asia and the oasic 
regions of North Arabia in the East. With Myres we 
may call the variety inhabiting the western limits and 
the European maritime regions of this Zone “ Medi- 
terranean ” man. To the variety inhabiting the extreme 
eastern regions we may conveniently apply the old- 
fashioned name “ Semitic ” man. Similarly we may 
call the intermediate variety on the African side “ Pre- 
Hamitic ” man, But, however we designate the separate 
ethnic divisions thus localised, we must regard them all 
{i.e., prior to the advent of the Libyans and other Blond 
folk) — the European and African varieties equally with 
the Asiatic and Arabian varieties — as originally and 
essentially one type of Immanity — Dark-whites, or Mela- 
nochroi : 

(2) Xanthochroic or Yellow Man — round-headed, 
broad-headed, or short-beaded, but sometimes cone-headed, 
dark-haired, broad-faced, slant-eyed, in some regions tall and 
hefty, in others short of stature, and similarl)’ autochthonous 
throughout at least Western and Central Asia — presumably 
also throughout Northern and Eastern Asia ; and. 
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(3) Black Mau — long-hea<letl, with curly or frizzy 
black hair and thick lips, often tall and magnificently 
built, but often also short, sometimes even diminutive, 
in stature, and autochthonous in nearly all Africa and 
in all Southeru Asia save Arabia, where, however, he 
was not wholly unrepresented, but gradually merged into 
the Eastern IMelanochroi. 

We might, of course, add a 4th Group, namely. Red 
Man, practicallj' confined to what we call the New World, 
though he is probably' only a variety resulting from a 
blend : and there is also the type represented by the abori- 
gines of Australia. But, for present purposes, we 
may neglect both of these. 

For millions of years, no doubt, each of these 3 Main 
Stocks kept well within the limits of its own sphere of 
character isation. When, at last, over particular local 
areas, their margins began to overlap and intermix, sub- 
stocks gradually came into existence ; and as, with lapse 
of time, these began to enter upon their own respective 
courses of special development, further and more hetero- 
geneous varieties arose. 

Prominent among these new sub-stocks were, of course, 
the Brown Races, represented in Africa by say the 
Nubians, in India by say the races that intervened 
between the Yellows in the North and the Blacks in the 
South, prior to the birth of the Dravidians, and, in Further 
India, by say the Malayans. 

Eventually, in consequence of geological and climatic 
changes, and for various other reasons too, migratory 
movements on the part, not indeed of the 3 great Main 
Groups, as groups, but of the marginal sub-stocks and 
varieties, began to set in — the fairer the race, the greater 
apparently being the degree of its mobility and enterprise. 
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So numerous and complex have been these movements 
and interblendiiigs, and so vast is the stretch o£ time 
during which they liave been going on, that outside 
the 3 Great Original Stocks — and omitting for 
the present all reference to the race that I call the Rhodo- 
Leukoehroi, or, shortly, the Rhodoehroi (Rosy-Blonds) — 
it may practically be said that no such [entity as a pure 
“ Race " exists at all. 

Wliat I am interested in is merely the developments, 
movements, and vicissitudes of fortune of certain more 
or less definite and organised aggregates of men who, 
in different local areas, at different historical periods, 
and under various names distinguishing them at divers 
times from other aggregates, were possessed of (I re- 
frain from saying “ Race-Characteristics,” but I do say) 
“ Group-Characteristics ” which were special to themselves 
as aggregates, and played their several parts on the 
kaleidoscopic stage of history as we think we are acquaint- 
ed with it — aggregates, groups, races, peoples, nations, 
communities, call them what we will, whose descendants, 
under various nominal and other disguises, eventually 
turned up as constituent elements of that Wilderness of 
Peoples in the West which was the final outcome of the 
Great V’dlknwandenng , and are now known as the 
dominant nations and “ races ” of Modern Europe. 

For me, therefore, — unless I am speaking in an obvi- 
ously anthropological connection — ^the word “ Race ” is a 
merely appellative term, a kind of label, whereby I am 
enabled conveniently to distinguish from other groups of 
humanity the particular group about which I may happen 
to be speaking. Further than this 1 do not wish it to 
be understood that I am " hunting about for race 
beginnings,'’ or as maintaining that the various 
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communities io whom 1 have occasion to refer, {)erhaps 
sometimes as “ races,” were really or at any rate always, 
“ races,” in the strict, scientific, biological sense of the 
term. 

We have now to aseertain and trace out the various 
morphological and physiological developments and trans- 
mutations from time to time and in divers geographical 
areas undergone by these three great Main-Stocks, or 
any of them, and also their migratory diffusions, or 
those of any of the new varieties which evolved out 
of them. 

First, however, let us have a clear understanding of 
what the conventional view in this connection has hither- 
to been. 

The main difficulty has always been to formulate, 
and if possible verify, a satisfactory theory regarding 
the practically sudden and mysterious appearance amongst 
these Dark'White, Yellow, and Black Main-Stocks, of 
the more progressive and in every way superior (or at 
any rate wholly different or unique) stock which for the 
present we may call Blond Man. 

For a long time the entire mentality of scholarship 
was dominated by what is known as the Aryan Hypothesis. 

Was there ever, whether " somewhere in Asia ” or 
“ somewhere in Europe,” any such ethnos as that which 
was once so frequently referred to as the Aryan Race? 
Or was there only, whether in Europe or in Asia, some 
community which spoke the Parent-Language to which 
are ultimately traceable all those languages now and for 
centuries past spoken by a numerous comi)any of widely 
sundered races, some of whom may have been, and may 
still be, ethnically related, but many of whom are cer- 
tainly not , and never have been, so related, and which, so far 
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as the East is coneerned, are called the Lulu-Aryan Lati- 
gnages, and, so far as the West is concerned, have been 
called, sometimes the I tulo- European, and sometimes for- 
sooth the hulo-Germauic, Langitages? 

It is now generally agreed that there never was any 
Aryan Race, the common progeaitoj- of all the subse- 
quent races who sjioke and speak the Indo-Aryan and 
Indo-European Languages. It is believed, however, 
that there was a blond-eomplesioned community who ori- 
ginally fashioned and spoke the Parent-Speech whence 
these various and now numerous languages gradually and 
under different conditions evolved. In saying this, how- 
ever, I ought perhajis to except at least Professor Sergi, 
the eminent Italian specialist, who according to J. M. 
Robertson (author of The Germane) posits a blond race in 
North-Western Europe which originally hailed from North 
Africa and was really driven up into the North-West afore- 
said by a mighty inrush of Aryan Savages who poured into 
Europe from the Russiair and Asiatic steppes by way of 
the Danube. Dr. Keane, too, seems, “ agrees that tall, 
fair, long-headed peojdes had spread from North Africa to 
Scandinavia before any Aryans arrived. They were thus 
not originally speakers of Teutonic languages, no Aryan 
languages having therefore existed in Europe ” ( The Ger- 
mans, p. 48). 

The question that we have to answer is. Where was the 
habitat of the blond-complexioned community first above 
referred to? Was it somewhere in Europe? Or somewhere 
in Asia ? Or somewhere in Africa ? As far as I can gather 
and subject perhaps to the Eurafrican hypothesis of Sergi 
and Keane just alluded to — scholars are now inclined to 
hold that it was somewhere in Europe ; and, by a proec.ss 
of elimination, the tendency seems to be to fix on the Baltic 
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shores and Southern Scandinavia as the supposed area of 
chai'acterisation of the community in question. I contest 
this. 

First let us finish with Professor Sergi and his views, 
and then pass on to others. According to Sergi — 

“ It is an error to maintain that the Germans and the 
Scandinavians, blond dolichocephals or long-heads... are 
Aryans ; they are Eurafricans of the Nordic variety. The 
Aryans are of Asiatic origin, and constitute a variety of the 
Enrasiatic species ; the phj-sieal characters of their skeletons 
arc different from those of the Eurafricans. The two 
classic civilisations, Greek and Latin, were not Aryan but 
Mediterranean. The Aryans were savages when they in- 
vaded Europe j they destroyed in part the superior civilisa- 
tion of the Neolithic populations, and could not have 
created the Greeo-Latin civilisation. In the couree of the 
Aryan invasions the languages of the Eurafrican species in 
Europe were transformed in Italy, Greece, and elsewhere j 
Celtic, German, Slavonic, etc., being genuine branches of 
the Aryan tongue.” (Quoted from The Germans, p. 49.) 

This is a queer jumble of gropings after the truth, and 
presents views that are amusingly distorted if not absolutely 
unsound. 

In the first place, the Germans are certainly noi “ blond 
dolichocephals.” Secondly, no such substantive as 
“Aryans” exists. The real substantive is “Aryas”; 
and “ Aryan ” is simply its adjectival form. A small 
matter, but a mistake that is very often met with. 

What concrete ethnos Professor Sergi precisely means 
by these so-called “ Aryans,” I doubt whether he himself or 
even heaven knows. As we shall see later on, the Aryas 
were a speeific subdivision, dwelling in the Zarah-Lake 
country (Scistan) of the Airyanians — these latter having 
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been the final representatives, settled in and around 
Airyavo-Vaeja (Bactria country), of that eastward- 
migrated folk whom I call the Eosy-Blonds, or Rho- 
dochroi, and with whom I shall deal in due course. 
From the Zarah-Lake country the Aryas gradually pass- 
ed into the Land of the Seven Rivers (Sapta-Sindha- 
vah, say some time not long after B.C. 1151. They 
were most assuredly not savages : and most assuredly also 
they never went, to Europe, either in the so-called Neolithic 
Age or at any other time. Indeed, from the above allusion 
to this alleged ethnos as “ savages,” and from a statement 
of the learned professor found elsewhere ([>p. 306-7 of 
his book The Mediterranean Race) to the effect that — 

'* The Aryans who invaded Italy possessed braehycepha- 
lle heads of various shapes — spheroidal, sphenoidal, and 
platycephalic. ”, 

it is very clear that the folk whom he really had in his 
mind, without knowing it, was the truely barbarous race 
whom I call the Broadheads, Roundheads, Shoitheads, or 
Squareheads (an offshoot of the Kassi), who did pour into 
Central Europe from the East in the so-called Neolithic 
Age, and of whom I shall have to treat at length in due 
course. True, Sergi speaks of them as having " destroyed 
in part the superior civilisation of the Neolithic popula- 
tions ” — which is rather confusing, not only because the 
civilisation of the Neolithic Age, such as it was, was in reali- 
ty the civilisation introduced into Central Eui’ope ly the 
Broadheads themselves, but also because whatever civilisation 
they destroyed on their arrival could only, one would think, 
have been that of small, slight, d.irk Paheolithic man, with 
here and there, perhaps, a " Zeus- Pater-descended ” Colony. 
But no : according to Sergi, the Eurafricans — of whom the 
long-headed Scandinavians and so-called Teutons arc 
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represented as sections — were already in nitn. when the 
“ Aryan ” inrnsh took place. Na}', it was they — peoples 
reminding us of Prof. G. P. Scott Elliot’s Auriguacio- 
Magdalenians, or returned Chellcans, not Kendall’s little 
dark Palteolithians at all — ^who were the ethnoi driven into 
the North by that inrush of Barbarism. At that time 
these ethnoi were speaking some language or languages of 
their own, of which we know nothing, except that it was 
certainly not that branch of the so-called “ Aryan ” system 
of linguistics which some people are .^o fond cf styling 
“Teutonic.” 

Then the miracle of miracles happens 1 These savage 
“ Aryan " intruders — who, according to Dr. Keaue, 
were not even very numerous — im25osed their bai-barous 
language upon their new ethnic environment, far 
superior though it was to their own ! Far and wide this oc- 
curred : for from now onwards arose and flourished nothing 
less than the iHdo-Eurojiean Laiujiiagc^. 

If, therefore, in Sergi’s Enrafricans we recognise out- 
lying colonial representatives of the Rosy- Blond Medi- 
terranean race of whom I propose to sj^eak in another 
lecture, and in his Aryan Savages nothing more or less 
than my Kiissi-descended Broadheads, Roundheads, 
Shortheads, or .Squareheads, we may keep this Sergian 
hypothesis by us, duly labelled as we like, for future refer- 
ence. Otherwise we must reject it out of hand. 

Pass now to what German professors would have us 
believe. 

On p. 364, Vol. I, of his Fomdaiiom, " Herr ” 
Chamberlain has a note which runs thus — 

“ G. Sehiader . . . comes to the conclusion, ‘ It is proved 
that the Indo-Teutonic ijeojdes were settled in Europe at 
a vei’y ancient period ’ ; Johannes Ranke ... is of opinion 
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that it is now an established fact that at least a great part 
of the population of Europe were Aryans as early as the 
stone age j and Virchow ... says that from anatomical dis- 
coveries one may assert that ' the oldest troglodytes of 
Europe were of Aryan descent’ (quoted from Ranke, Der 
Mensch. ii. o78).” 

Not, be it understood, that they were of such descent 
in the sense of having originated from Aryas autoch- 
thonously settled in the East, whence there had been 
migrations into Europe ; nor that these troglodytes were 
merely “ Aryan ’’-speaking communities of some other, i.e., 
non-“ Aryan ” ethnic stock : but, flatly, that they them- 
selves were “ Aryans ” autochthonous in Europe. For 
on p. 531 Chamberlain says : — 

“ Some authorities hold that we have no strong reason 
for believing in the immigration of the Indo-European. 
It is their opinion that he was already there in the stone 
age, was even then distinguished by his long skull from 
another short-skulled I'ace, and struggled with it for the 
mastery; that this Long-skull of the stone age was no 
other than the Geiunanic individual ! Virchow’s view, 
based upon anatomical material, is, that even the oldest 
Troglodytes of Europe might have been of Aryan descent, 
at least that no one could jprove the contrary.” 

Indeed, in a further note on p. 518, Chamberlain boldly 
declares that — 

“ During the last years the conviction is growing 
amongst tire learned that the Germanic peoples did not 
emigrate from Asia to Europe, but were settled in Europe 
from the earliest times (see Wilser, etc., etc.).” 

These German tenets, convictions, and conclusions 
alleged to be more or less established — or of which, at 
least, no one is supposed capable of proving the contrary — 
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I merely mention for the present. Later on it will be 
seen how' painfully wide of the mark tliey really are — 
though what Bie Gelehrsamkeil of the Fatherland has been 
driving at is of course fairly obvious, like most of their 
stupid attempts to hoodwink the outside world. It is 
nothing less than to confound the Rosy- Blond Super- 
Races of North-'Western Enroj)e with their own egre- 
gionsly “ boosted ” Germanic Peoples, then to allege that 
these Germanic Peoples (meaning themselves, are the 
main-stock and leading representatives of the Super-Races 
aforesaid, and finally, as it were automatically, to appro- 
priate and arrogate to themselves anything that they 
think they have proved, or have got the outside world to 
swallow, regarding these Super-Races — provided, of 
course, that it is something wonderftil, and hence, for 
them, something in respect of which they can boast and 
swagger. It is a very simple swindle, but very effective 
and far-reaching, so long as it is not exposed. How the 
bottom is knocked out of it, will be seen later on. In 
particular, when we come to learn ( 1 ) to wh.at race the 
Long-skull of Paliuolithie and Neolithic times really 
belonged, and (3) the kind of skull-formation that is 
actually most prevalent in the Fatherland of to-day, whe- 
ther amongst Germans or Prussians, we shall be in a posi- 
tion smilingly to place in its true category the naive 
“ Teutonic ” suggestion that that Long-skull was “ no 
other than the Germanic individual.” We now come to a 
consideration of (he hypothesis regarding the “ Blond 
NorthmaTi,” as expounded, for example, in The Cradle of 
the Aryans, by Professor Gerald H. Rendall, M.A. But 
this I must reserve for Lecture II. 
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After mentioning that the evidence tends to reveal a 
not very ancient Europe sparsely peopled by a few well 
differentiated types (practically identical, as we shall see, 
with those described by Professor J. L. Myres), Kendall 
remarks that — 

“ It seems a scarcely insoluble problem to identify with 
approximate certainty the founders of Indo-European 
speech — if once a European origin can be established from 
the internal evidence of language— with one out of the few 
alternatives open for choice ” (pp, 40, 41). 

Then follows an exposition of the theory that the race 
with whom wo must associate the origination of luflo- 
Tinropem Speech did liave its cunabula in Europe, and that 
this race was Penka’s blond, dolichoceplialic, “ North- 
Enroi^ean Pace ” = Myres’s “Boreal” man = Ripley’s 
“ Nordics ” = Sergi’s “ Eurafricans of the Nordic variety ” 
= Deniker’s “ Teutons.” 

We may also, 1 suppose, equate it ethnically, though 
not of course in point of time, with Pinkerton’s general 
notion of a “ generic family,” consisting of " the German, 
Scythian, and Gothic nations ” — that terrible array of 
cloudy generalities (that delightfullj- jumbled collection of 
wholly unrelated ethnoi) with which, in the daj-s of Sharon 
Turner, the first-line trenches of the learned tvorld, and our 
dear old grandfathers and grandmothers of the Victorian 
period, were so effectively “gassed” — originally, no doubt, 
from the chemieo-othiiologieal factories of the Fatherlaiul. 
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lb is the one stockj proceeds Rendall, which gives unity on 
the physiological side to the speaker's of Aryan languages. 
Is there not a likelihood, then, that from it too originated 
the philological unity ? 

Where docs the writer find this stock ? Answer : in 
Southern Scandinavia and the shores of the Baltic Sea. 

Alone among races, he asserts, it can claim continuity 
of EurojJean development. Its cranial index is dolicho- 
cephalic. This takes us back to the Quaternary Period and 
to PaKeolithie man. Primitive man, he admits, was not 
blond. But, he argues, in the Glacial Epoch, when all 
north-eastern Eurojie from Mecklenburg to Russia was an 
uninhabitable wilderness of ice, the stern environment of 
Palfeolithic man, then dwelling in Southern and Central 
Europe, slowly deprived him of his original subcutaneous 
pigmentation, and from a dark animal turned him into 
Penka's “ Blond Northman ” ! 

Now, you will remember that, some time early in the 
so-called Neolithic Age, there was an inrush into Central 
Europe from Russia and the East of a big-framed race of 
dirty-coraplexioned, dark-haired Yellowy-Whiles whom I 
have referred to as the Broadheads. In appearance these 
Leuko-Xanthochroi must have been much nearer Rendall's 
hypothetical Blonds than little dark long-headed Palseoli- 
thic man ever could have been. However possibly gorilla- 
skulled, like some of the Prusso-Germans, and slant-eyed, 
they were at least big and fair, albeit their fairness, again 
like some of the Prusso-Germans, was only of the kind 
that came from the yellow com]dexion.s of their Turanian 
aiicestr}". Well, is it from these hefty intruders that 
Kendall and his school ask us to recognise that Penka’s 
“ Blond Giant” originated? Oh no : il is from Paheolithic 
man ! 


3 
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How, then, does Rendall get any such being np into 
those northern latitudes ? Very easily : he simply pntg him 
there. Thus — 

“ At tlie close of the glacial epoch man, it would seem, 
like the flora which helped him to eke out subsistence, and 
the reindeer which was his one animal friend, moved north- 
ward. Such, at least, is the general inference drawn from the 
diffiadt problem known ns the llialns ” (p. 50). 

The italics are mine. Here, then, we have arrived at 
the crux of the whole matter. Between Pala)olithic man 
and Neolithic man there yawns a gulf. We are confronted 
with an advance that means a gap of centuries. All is 
changed ! 

“ In some localities, in parts of France, for instance, 
in much, if not all of Germany and Switzerland, in 
Austria, and as some too will have it, in Britain, the gap 
seems absolute ; in others it is imperfectly bridged, as for 
instance by the Cro-Magnon men ” (classed by Conder 
among the Neolithic types), “When Neolithic man 
appears, not only his acquisitions and his habits, but he 
too himself is of a different type. The long-headed skull 
of the quaternary drift is replaced by the short-headed of 
Neolithic times ” (p. 50). 

True ; but, granted that Rendall successfully bridges 
this gulf, do all his difficulties vanish ? Far from it. Of 
the real trouble that awaited him he seems to have been 
artlessly unconscious. Only now is he approaching it : for, 
as a matter of fact, gulf succeeds gulf. lu short, what 
brings him to a full stop is, not so much the gap that 
sejrarated Palaeolithic mau from Neolithic man, as the one 
that has to be negotiated before he can hope to catch the 
faintest glimpse of that great desideratum . — his Gigantic 
Blond Northman. 
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The simple truth is this. By the almost maliciously 
inconsiderate intrusion of Broad-headed Humanity from 
the East (though, according to Conder, several of the 
Neolithic types were Long-headed), Ihe whole of Europe 
south of Seandinaria, during the entire stage of the 
Neolithic Culture, is absolutely closed against Professor 
Rendall and his school, for the jmrposes of their theory 
regarding Blond Northern Man. It is really too 
bad. 

To call this a mere “ difficulty,” hardly meets the case. 
It is a rout — a disaster, eomiilete and irretrievable. 

Heroic souls, however, are not a monopoly of our 
battlefields. They arc also to be found in the Learned 
World. As already seen, the next step for “ Science ” is 
quietly and calmly to transfer (by way of “general 
inference ”) short, dark, long-headed Paltcolithic man, 
with his faithful reindeer and all the flora that he loved, 
to the more northerly regions out of which it is a matter of 
life or death for Rendall, by some means, magic or other- 
wise, to cause Bloud Man eventually to spring up. 
It is not even a case of Palsoolithic man having been driven 
up into the North by those more powerful intruders whose 
advent is associated with the Neolithic Age. The sugges- 
tion is that, like the flora and the reindeer, he voluntarily 
moved nortJnoards, 

But what are the probabilities of the case? 

As glacial conditions gradually receded further and 
further north, short dark long-headed Palajolithic man had 
3 alternative courses that he could adopt — 

(1) To follow the retreating ice-cap, and continue to 
struggle for life amid the awful discomforts of the Glacial 
Age; 
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(a) To stay in the much pleasanter regions from which 
those terrible conditions had happily lifted, or were 
lifting ; and, 

(3) To move down southward into still more alluring 
latitiides — latitudes that had ever been his nainral domain. 

What choice i.s he thereupon viosl lihel)/ to have made? 
Nor are we really any “ for’arder ” if we assume that, 
miens voleiis, some at least of his community were forced 
north by the advent of the Broadheads. The bulk were 
much more likely to have retired south. Yet quite possibly 
a few were splaslied ujj into the North. Even so, still the 
problem would remain — How did multitudinous, tall, 
big-limbed Blond Man develop out of those comparatively 
few, forcibly extruded little dark men (some of whom 
may not impossibly have been the pygmy Negroids spoken 
of by Seott Elliot in Prelmtorie Man and His Sloiy, 1915, 
p. 122), who only possessed in common with Blond Man 
one distinguishing ehai'acteristic — his dolichocephalic 
index ? 

But now, having transferred his short dark long-headed 
man North, let us see what Rendall does with him. 

“ In one region of Europe and one alone," he proceeds 
triumphantly, “ there is evidence of a continuous develop- 
ment — in Scandinavia. This country presents the 
archaeologist with problems to which different solutions 
have been given. From grey antiquity we find there an 
admixture of skulls, partly of brachycephalic, partly of 
dolichocephalic formation” (p. 51). 

Once it was assumed that these brachycephalic remains 
— which were only about 10 per cent, of the total — belong- 
ed to the primeval denizens, progenitors of the Lapps and 
Finns. But sounder research, says Rendall, concludes that 
the dolichocephals were thei'e first, nay, were of the same 
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order as the long-heads associated with the Palicolithie 
Age, and that the Lapps entered by a northern route 
which had since become impassable. The braebycephalic 
sknils, we are told, probably represent, either a pristine 
population that had died out, or a Mongolian infusion 
who were merel}' the serfs of the community represented 
by the long-heads. 

And what is this “ sounder research ” that Reudall 
refers to ? Quite seriously, as we gaze upon these mounds 
of dolichocephalic skulls, we are asked to believe that, 
jast as, loot luff hackwurth, they must be regarded as 
belonging to the Paheolithic Age, so lookiuff forward, we 
see in them the “ indubitable representatives of the 
mediicval Frank and the modern Swede ! ’’ 

This, bear in mind, is the scientific attitude, solemnly 
announced, without the quiver of an eye-lid. 

In other words, we are asked to imagine some such 
sequence as this. All Europe, up to the southern limits 
of the ice-cap, was, at the end of Pala?olithic times, 
inhabited by short, slight, dark dolichocephals. Right in 
amongst them, avalanehe-like, burst from the East the 
Broadheaded, dirty-yellowy-white race of Neolithic times. 
Over an area that includes say Austria, Switzerland, {mrts 
of France, nearly all Germany, and perhaps also Britain, 
little dark long-headed Palasolitbic man is for centuries 
wiped out. The bulk of the race is pushed down amongst 
their brethren in Southern Europe. Some of thorn, 
however, are driven up into Scandinavia. Either this, or 
they had already vohnilarihj owred north, with the reindeer 
and flora. The Neolithic Age rolls on, and, by the time it 
ended, depigmentation, forsooth, had set in to such an 
extent amongst those comparatively few Scandinavian 
refugees or settlers, and their new environment had had 
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such a modifying effect upon them, that from an originally 
short, perhaps pygmy, slight, brnnet-eomplexioiied, dark- 
eyed, black and wavy-baired, delicately formed race, they 
were transmuted into tall, brawny, rosy-blond com- 
plexioned, golden-haired, bine-eyed Itbodochroi, and their 
new habitat had become a sort of vaginn et n£lciiin genihiw, 

‘ the sheath and factory of nations ! ’ ” 

Lo, then, in these magically metamorphosed little 
Dark-Whites, and in their Scandinavian home, the 
ancestors and cunabula of the mighty and multitudinous 
“ Aryan ” Stock generally, and in particular the found- 
ers of ludo-Kunipeaii spei-ch ! There lie their heads on that 
mound. They are all alike : but, if you are thinking of 
times hefore say the Neolithic Age, you must accept 
them as the skulls of little dark men, perhaps pygmies ; 
and, if you are thinking of times afier that Age, you must 
look on those same heads as the heads of blue-eyed, 
golden-haired, divinely tall Blond Northmen ! 

As to the necessarily accomi)auying psychological 
metamorphosis — the mental differences and completely 
transmuted character of the new ethnic phenomenon, I 
say nothing. What we have already been given to digest 
is quite enough to go on with. 

Pass now to the teachings of Professor J. L. Myres, 
as set forth in his fascinating little book. The Dawn of 
History. 

Investigating the remote past, to discover what he 
can regarding the origins, distribution, and movements 
of mankind, and limiting bis outlook to the north-west 
quadrant of the Old World, he deals first with its physico- 
geographieal features, and then, at p. 38, be tells us that — 

“ Within this region of the world, and under these 
conditions of climate and vegetation, three jirincipal kinds 
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of men are found to live. Though seldom to be observed in 
isolation and typical purit}', they may yet be distinguished, 
as true animal breeds, from whose rich inner variety and 
marginal intermixture all actual human grou]is within the 
region have been formed. They are commonly known as 
‘Mediterranean,’ ‘Alpine,’ and Northern or ‘Boreal’ man.” 

Of Northern or “ Boreal ” man he shortly afterwards 
speaks as “ blonde giants ” — 

“whose place of origin, and purest survivals still, 
are round the shores of the Baltic, and in all southern 
Scandinavia.” 

Thus, at the very outest, with respect to Blond Man, 
Myres adopts in bulk the hypothesis with which, as stated 
by Rendall, I have just been dealing. Let us now see what 
ho has to say regarding his 3 types of Dark-White man. 

1. MeDiTEaR.vxEAX Max 

His physical characteristics, being practically the 
same as those of Kendall’s short dark long-headed Palaeoli- 
thic man, need not be repeated. The western Mediterra- 
nean is almost wholly his : but in the eaistern basin he is 
only found along the northern coast lands. He was 
certainly, however, established at an early date in the 
iEgeaii islands and in Krete. (Qzne/e: Were these in 
existence in Palseolithic times ?). In all ))robability, 
thinks Myres, he was an intruder from the South (p. I-O). 

Outside the Mediterranean he spreads away in three 
main directions — 

(1 ) Southwards, it seems, he doiniuiites the habitable 
lands of Northern Africa until the advent of the Arabs — 
“so that the Egyptian’s j)orlralt of his western neigh- 
bour, till' Libyan, shows him almost indistinguishable 
from his contemporaries ‘ within the Great Sea 
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This practical identification of small melanochroic 
“ Mediterranean ” man with the Libyan — i.e., with men 
like the Taheniiu, Tamehu, Amoritcs, etc. — makes one 
jump. I at least have always understood that the latter 
were tall, big-limbed, Quasi-Blonds. 

(3) Eastward, we are told, “ Mediterranean” man 
links up very closely with the Arab, the difference being 
rather facial than structural, “ just as the physical breach 
of continuity between Arabia and Africa is a very late in- 
cident of their geological story'* (p. 41). 

Here, again, what definite thought are we asked to 
take away ? The statement is cpiite understandable if we 
take “Mediterranean ” man to have been as originally 
defined. In fact, it is on all fours with what I have 
already said about the Great Central Zone, and the diffu- 
sion throughout that area of the far-Jlung race that I call 
the Melanochroi. But when Myres comes in like this, 
and mixes up “ Mediterranean ” man with the rufous or 
quasi-blond Libyan, we simply don’t know where we are ! 
The confusion introduced is on a par with that wrought 
by King when he calls the Amorites the Western Semites, 
and represents tlicm as the “ Semitic ” invaders of the 
Euphrates-Tigris valley. Who is it that thus “ links up ” 
with the Arab ? Short, dark, long-headed man ? Or the 
type of man represented by that Libyan to whom Myres 
refers so disconcertingly ? 

The autoehthonous inhabitants of the Great Central 
Zone, though all coming in under the head of Melanochroi, 
were of coni'se not all exactly of the same type. Percei^- 
tible differences certainly subsisted between those dwelling 
at the extreme ends, east and west, c.y., those dwelling 
round Atlas and the Pyrenees and those inhabiting the 
Hauran. Half- way between these — say in regions that 
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included Xhem and the territories immediately west of 
her — the differences would naturally have been less 
perceptible. For there, flourished communities whose race- 
characteristics must ill some respects have resembled those 
of their kindred on lioth sides, the Europeans and 
Atlaiiteans west, and the Asiatics and Arabians east, of 
them. Unquestionahl}’- these are the peojiles whom we 
must regard as the real, racial “ link” that originally con- 
nected “ jMediterraiiean” man and Myres’s Arab. In a 
later age, owing to the advent in the Mediterranean world 
of Rosy-Blond or Rhodochroic man (a blonder type even 
than the Libyan), and to his diffusion (together with some- 
what similar Libyan man) in, amongst others, a south- 
eastward direction, there arose, it is true, roughly within 
that central area, the race-type I hat was known to our 
fathers and grand-fathers under the old-fashioned name 
of the Hamites — a handsome and variegated ethnos 
that exhibited the characteristics of all its contribu- 
tory stocks. But that does not constitute either Rhodo- 
chroic man or Libyan man the Hnk between 
eastern and western ^lelanoehroic man in the true, 
biological sense. Much loss reasonably can we so 
regard Libyan man by the mere process, seemingly 
adopted by Myres unless I have misunderstood him, of 
practically including him under the head of “ Mediter- 
ranean " man, from whom he was absolutely distinct. It 
is as if 7 were to include him under the head of Melano- 
ehroic man. (3) Lastly — 

“to the north-west, in proportion as the Atlantic 
sea-board enjoys a milder climate, and is at the same 
time rendered more accessible from the Mediterranean, 
round the flanks of the Pyrenees, the Mediterranean 
types, popularly grouped as ' Iberian ’ have long been 

4 
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propagated as far north as our own islands, and 
eastwards as far as the Rhine and Upper Danube” 
(p. 42). 

Here, w'ith reference to the name ‘ Iberian,’ I must warn 
you against one of the biggest pit-falls into w'hieh it is 
possible for the student of the past to stumble. This par- 
ticular “ popular group ” is one of a not inconsiderable 
number of ancient names which, somehow or other, have 
attracted a most dangerous accretion of histoiy -confusing 
ambiguities — a sort of foggA’ cireumambience, in wdiich 
however even better informed people than the general 
reader have not seldom lost their bearinjis. 

There w'cre, in fact, tn-o very distinct classes of so-called 
' Iberians ’ — (1) a short, dark type, who were Melanochroic 
antochthons, /.e,, "Mediterranean ” man proj)er, sometimes 
also spoken of ns ‘ .Silurians’; and (2) a later, dominant 
type, with characteristics aiiproaching those of the Rhodo- 
ohioi : in short, ethnoi of .Sukhian stock, who settled as 
explorers and colonists in the western peninsula some time 
during the Hebro-Pha-nieian Era (in fact, it was then that 
that peninsida accpiired its name “ Iberia ” from these enter- 
prising ILen), but migrated thence to southern Britain say 
about a century before the arrival there of the Senoucs, 
Brythons, and Lloegrwys. The woolly-mindedness which 
mixes up these two types of "Iberians” and praeticallj’^ 
regards hoik as of Dark-White, " Mediterranean” stock, is 
very widespread and common. Even specialists seem to be 
ignorant in this matter. 

Thus, we must be veiy sure of what we really mean 
by the term “ Iberians.” And w’hen we sjreak of Iberian 
" Mediterranean” man, we must recollect that there was 
once another kind of “ Iberian” who did not come under 
the head of “ Mediterranean” man at all. 
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2. Alpine Max 

A brunet, like “ Meditermnean” man, he differs from 
tlie latter, according to ^Ij-res, in that he is broader-headed, 
Ills face is shorter, and he is parehment-skinned and sallou’. 
Also, he is sometimes tall. The type is mainly distributed 
along the Alpine Ridge, and far out into its northward 
forelands. It also presses hard upon the sea along the 
Biviera, and has appreciably affected Lombardy. It has 
penetrated along the entire eastern Adriatic, and thence 
southward to the Gulf of Corintli. (From Albania to 
Trieste the considerable Yiigo-SlSv overlay tliat now exists 
is possibly different only in name). In the Morea, too, the 
“ Alpine” type is strongly established, and even in the 
islands and in Krete traces of its presence in Neolithic 
limes are said to have been found. This, ISTyres thinks, 
indicates that, as early as the close of the Stone Age, 
“ Alpine” man was already in force on the neighbouring 
maiulands. Further, the permeable barrier of the Red 
Sea, between Africa and Arabia, is answered north of 
Akabah, by a promontory of “ East-AIpinc " (sometimes 
called “Anatolian” or “ Armenoid”) types, 

“which run out from Eastern Asia Minor, down the 
Syrian hills, to their Palestinian extremity, cutting off 
the Arab from the Mediterranean and from Africa in 
a highly significant way” (p. 41). 

Thus, from a very remote antiejuity, 

“ ‘ Alpine’ man reveals himself more and more clearly 
now, as a longitudinal immigrant from the cast, along 
the Mountain Zone” (p. 51). 

Here may be as convenient a place as any other to 
explain that these “ Alpine ” men of Myres’s were nothing 
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more or less than the descendants of my Xanthochroic 
Broadheads, as to whom I shall have considerably more to 
say when I come to speak of the Kassi. 


3. Boreal or Northeux Man 

Of this hypothetical type Myres speaks thus — 

With these ‘blonde giants ’ "we shall have little to do, till 
the latter part of our stoiy, wheji we find them penetrating 
the mountain barrier at several distinct points. We have to 
note, however, that there is considerable probability that in 
early times they (or near kinsmen of theirs) held at least 
the western half of the northern grassland ; and the legends 
of blonde invaders of Northern India suggest that once 
they ranged over the whole. In any ease, there seems no 
reason to believe that the coming of Mongol folk into this 
region is other than quite recent” ()>, 43). 

In due course we shall see exactly how much evidence 
there is in support of this widel}' advertised idea that 
Blond man came down from the North, "i)enetrating the 
mountain barrier at several distinct points.” As for his 
“near kinsmen” who once dwelt in the Northern Grassland 
(regions with which Myres and his school are perpetually 
making very great play), w'e shall learn presently who 
these were, and also who the Blond Race of whom they 
were “ near kinsmen” were : we shall discover that they 
were certainly not Boreal Man: and, incidentally, the true 
origin and identity, not only of the Indo-Aryas proper, 
but also of those so-called “Aiyan” ethnoi who were 
known as the “ Five Races” — PwJicha-Iamh, or MuiiUsjfu- 
Jatani — will also rather unexpectedly reveal itself 
to us. 
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Now let me sketuh out, as briefly as may be, 
the ^)osition I myself take up regal'd! ng the identity 
and origin (so far as we need to enquire into this) 
of that unique and sui)erior division of white Humanity 
whom I am calling the Rhodochroi. They were really 
Rosy-Blonds : so that, strictly speaking, Rhodochroi 
is not a precisely appropriate name for them. But so 
long as it is clearly understood to carry the signification 
just alluded to, it will serve as a convenient abbreviation. 

As regards their origin, from a biological or anthropo- 
logical point of view, i.e., their evolution from some pre- 
existing species of the genus Man, or as regai'ds the 
geographical area within the limits of which that evolu- 
tion took place— well, let us confess outright that we 
hiow nothing whatever about either. We simply Jtnd 
them nourishing in the old Mediterranean AVorld, in what 
we have long looked upon as Mythological times, super- 
posed upon an older race — the Melanochroi, i.e., Myres’s 
“Mediterranean” man just dealt with — whom it suits us 
to call the autochthons of those regions. ^Naturally these 
Rosy-Blonds must have comc from Kumeii'lere. — .wmeiohere 
ei-ie. But where that somewhei'e else was, or when they 
came from it, we do not know — or rather, \ve have no 
conventionally positive, concrete, tangible evideucc. Hav- 
ing said this, by way of concession to the carping preju- 
dice, of “ Exact scientists ” of a certain type, I now 
propose to proceed upon my own lines. 

In the Introduction to European and Other Race Origins 
I spoke of Lemuria and Atlantis, and, in connection 
with the latter, I alluded to the theory of Atlanteau 
colonies, established in different regions of the Old World, 
as constituting the actual basis of the artificial system of 
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ethiiograplix' set forth in Genesis X — which venerable 
document Sir H. K. Johnston is pleased to think I accept 
literally. There, the Atlantean hy^wthesis was not put 
forward as a fact wdiich is supposed to recpire no further 
verification. AVho, of woman born, really knows anything 
about those inconceivably remote ages? At the same time, 
to reject with lofty scorn such a theory, nay, such a loorltl- 
tradition, as that of the existence and glory of Atlantis, 
merely because it is not proved by the methods of proof 
which alone carry conviction to minds of the Sir H. U. 
Johnston type, is just as silly as to swallow it blindfold — 
certainly sillier than to believe it in a broad general way 
after considerable study of the evidence. 

Verified or not, I take my stand upon it as — what shall 
I say? A particularly convenient and picturesejne jumping- 
off board ? "Well, let it go at that — even at the risk of again 
rufiling the someAvhat smug placidity of inadequately 
equipped would-be critics who, like the Jews, “require a 
sign ” before they will believe anything that is not strictly 
in accord with their own petty experience, their own 
conventional little shibboleths. 

A word, however, regarding my reference to the Atlaii- 
tean Settlements in the Introduction aforesaid. There, I 
spoke of a succession of Colonial waves issuing from an 
Atlantis, which the reader may very naturally have identi- 
fied as the Island-Continent so fascinatingly described by 
Plato, /.£?., Poseidonis. The wording of the reference was 
not very happy, as Poseidonis is not really the Atlantis 
implied iu the hypothesis. Por uncountable ages before the 
api^earance of that fair Isle — I am repeating the story as told 
by those who are re.spoiisible for it, and for whom Atlantis 
is much more than a hypothesis — Atlantis llonrislicd 
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over an ciiorinoiis area, co-extensive in fact with what 
we now call Europe, Asia, Arabia, and perimps the northern 
mass of Africa — all of wdiich was then one continuous 
stretch of land. Indeed, before tlic rending casunder of 
the Old and New AVorlds, and the forming of the Atlantic 
Ocean, the territories of Atlantis are said to have included 
even the two Americas, or at least a great j^ortion of them. 
In those remote days, and under those extraordinary 
conditions, we must imagine 4 principal Race-Stocks 
— White, Yellow, Red, and Black humanity — as having 
originated and as having perpetuated themselves, genera- 
tion after generation, each in its own s])eeial geographical 
area of characterisation, as already ronglily indicated. 
Eventually are said to have occurred those colossal geological 
disturbances which left the proportions and appearances 
of the land and sea surfaces of the globe much as we sec 
them now. When all was once more calm, Atlantis, as one 
huge homogeneous area, no longer existed. The continents 
and seas looked very much as they look to-day — and Atlan- 
tean humanity, in its various kinds, was distributed over 
the new land-areas in what sreiiied to be Settlements, the 
Reds in the Western Hemisphere, the Yellows in the 
northern stretches, and the Blacks in the southern stretches 
of the Eastern Hemisphere, while the Blacks were also in 
the remains of old Lemuria and Africa. 

Meanwhile, it is averred, somewhere in what would 
now be called the north-west shoulder of Africa, there had 
been evolving, presumablj' out of the Melanochroi, or 
Dark-Whites, there settled, a new and beautiful species, or 
perhaps freak-variety, of the genus— Blond Man. Mean- 
while, also, Poscidonis had arisen in the Atlantic, connected 
by a . series of islets, not only with north-west Africa, 
but also with north-east .South America. 
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Poseiclonis, therefore, represented only the very last 
phase of the history of Atlantis, during and subsequent 
to the great geological changes above referred to. 

Then came the next great epochal change in the 
evolutionary career of man — ^but of this I shall treat in my 
next Lecture. 
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We have seen that, as it were spontaneously, out of 
the Melanoehroi dwelling somewhere in the north-west 
regions of Africa, there had sprung a new variety, or 
freak-development, afterwards known as Blond man. 
Here, it seems, the new growth remained, and in course 
of time developed into the Qnasi-blond race eventually 
known as the Atarantes, or Atlantes, of the Atlas country 
— commonly called the Lib^mns. But out of this, again, 
a still finer flower ha I to evolve ; and for this isolation 
was necessary. How was that effected ? Again I repeat 
the story as told by those who assume to know. 

Crossing by one of the chains of islets before men- 
tioned— probably the chain now represented by the Azores 
—certain of these African Blonds passed over into the 
island-continent of Poseidonis, and there, in the course 
of ages of special development, evolved into those beauti- 
ful, tall, blue-eyed, golden-haired rosy-blonds who became 
the dominant race, not only in Atlantis (ns Poseidonis 
was eventually called) but throughout the world. As long 
as that peerless isle remained their dwelling-place, no 
Blond race whatever existed in Europe, not even in 
Scandinavia, or indeed anywhere else in the world — save 
of course in that part of north-west Afriea wherein, as 
already stated, tlie primitive representatives of the type 
are supposed to have had their cunabula. 

Throughout Europe and Asia, White man was only 
represented, on the former continent bj' iMyrcs's paleoli- 
thic " Mediterranean ” Brunets, who were diffused as far 
north as the lower reaches of the Ice-cap, and towards, 
5 
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perhaps in, Western Asia and parts of Arabia by 
what was merely an extension in those directions of the 
same type — the Melanochi-oi, or, as they came to be 
called, the “Semites” associated with that part of the 
world. 

As regards that other type, also called “ White ” by 
M3rres — ^but whose complexion was realh' a pasty, parch- 
menty, dirty, Yellowy-White — there is this to say. Some- 
where in and around the Gancasus-eountry, at a period 
long anterior to the advent of the Rhodochroi (Rosj'- 
Blonds) in the Mediterranean, and as the result of a 
gradual but mighty amalgamation between the Yellow 
TurSnians of Western Asia on the one part, and the 
Melanochroi of the Great Central Zone running from 
Atlas and the Pyrenees in the west to Western Asia and 
parts of Arabia in the east on the other part, there had 
arisen a low-grade but very multitudinous Leuko-Xan- 
thoehroic brood whose name is found under various forms, 
such as Kassi, Kasshi, Kusu, Kushitos, and the Kusa Race, 
and who diffused themselves far and wide over the Earth. 
Keeping mainly to the great mountain-systems of the 
Old World, they not only spread over Asia under divers 
names, but peneti'ated into Africa as the Kushites, and 
also poured into Europe as the Broadheads, i.e., as Myres’s 
“ Alpine,” and “ East-Alpine,” otherwise “ Anatolian ” 
or “Armenoid ” man. I shall treat of them more fully 
later on. 

Then, in all likelihood, followed an age when, over 
the area now represented by Greece, Krete, the Archipe- 
lago, and Asia Minor, there flourished a long-enduring 
form of civilisation of which all recollection has been lost, 
save as much of it as we can recover intuitionally by read- 
ing between the lines of the legend that has come down 
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to lis concerning the dethronement of O’uranos by 6 of 
the Titans headed by Krdnos^ who thereupon assumed 
the government and fixed his seat at Olympos. Those 
must have been the daj-s when the Melanochroi of the 
Great Central Zone were at the zenith of their power 
and glory. The.v were also the da}’'s when the policy of 
the Atlanteans iii Poseidonis was one of persistent and 
far-reaching aggression — a policy that doubtless expressed 
itself in various ways, e.g., by efforts at colonisation, 
alliances with selected States, anti-dynastic intrigues, 
fierce commercial rivalries, and frequent warfare. 

For O’uranos, therefore, we may read the Imperial 
Melanochroian Government, with its seat probably estab- 
lished somewhere in the vicinity of the present iEgean, 
which was possibly no sea at all then. For Kronos, the 
aggressive Atlantean Power. And, for his Titan allies, 
representatives of that far-flung barbarous race, the Kassi, 
with whom he seems to have come to an understanding, 
who dwelt menacingly on the eastern frontiers of " O’nra- 
nia,” and whose name of Titans had possibly descended 
in some devious but forgotten way from tliat of the river 
near which the original Kassi must have dwelt for time 
out of mind — the Bailya, or Dailik, since known as the 
Kur, the Araxes, and the Aras. 

At last, however, came the epoch when, in connection 
with the majestic name of Zeus, an entirely new type of 
humanity (so far as the Melanochroian World was con- 
cerned) took possession of the stage, and the old, old 
Melanochroian, or O’uranian order, even as modified by 
the Kronian regime, made way for one that was infinitely 
superior. 

I have spoken of efforts at colonisation as part of the 
scheme of Kronian aggression, or let us say Atlantean 
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external policy. These must have been going ou for a long 
time, probably centuries. We are practically forced to 
imagine the advent in Poseidonis of a stage of development 
when that wondrous island-continent had to rid herself of 
her surplus Rosy- Blond population. Accordingly, ship-load 
after ship-load of emigrants may be pictured issuing for 
man}’’ decades from her bus\- harbours. But whither did 
they go!' What did they take with them!' They went — 
first, it ina}* be, to the old Atlas Home-land, but even- 
tually, there can be little or no doubt — to the shores of the 
Great Midland Sea, perhaps both north and south, but 
certainly north. 

Thus it may possibly be that the Libyan World bad 
its origins in these early out-pourings from Poseidonis. 
It is much more probable, however, that the Libyans were 
the descendants of such of the primitive ancestors of Blond 
freak-man, originating in the Atlas country, as perchance 
never passed over fiom there into Poseidonis. 

The Rosy-Blond Neweoniere, however, did not arrive 
in the Mediterrauean as open aggressors against the Civili- 
sation that had flourished so long there under Oupavos 
and Kporos. It was probably a long-drawn-out period 
of slow, almost imperceptible development, the immigrant 
Rosy-Blonds establishing themselves unobtrusively in 
various eoastland settlements, and, by virtue of attending 
mainly to their own affairs, their industrial enterprise, 
their well-ordered lives, and their individual and communal 
sagacity, gradually but surely attaining to wealth, influ- 
ence, and eventually political (following naturally on 
economical) power, at first local and personal, but by 
degrees more and ever more general. This seems implied 
in the story of the “ concealment of the birth of Zeus.” 
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A similar legend is associated with the birth of Manco 
Capac, and others. 

Then, in due time, occurred the Titanoniachia, result- 
ing in an over-whelming viclory for the forces of enlight- 
ened and progressive Civilisation, i.e., for Zeus, the down- 
fall of Krdnos, and the thrusting of the Titans inlo Tar- 
tarus — in other words, the complete ascendancy of Culture 
and Progress, represented by the Mediterranean Rosy- 
Blonds, or Rhodoehroi, the oi'erthrow of selfish and aggres- 
sive Kultur, represented by the reactionary Ailantean 
intruding dynasty, and the expulsion from Europe of the 
Daitya Race, or Kiissi (Anatolian branch), the Teuto- 
Gevmans of their day, who were now driven back into 
those eastern regions whence they had originally emerged. 

In that remote age the physiographical aspect of the 
Eastern Mediterranean was someu liat different from what 
it is to-day. Kaudia, or Krete, the KykladSs and Sjx)- 
rades, and the iEgean Sea north of them, were all possibly 
then riJTftpo^, or mainland. It is here, on the side of 
the old Atlo-Daityau State, that I suggest these Rosy- 
Blonds founded what for convcninencc’ sake, I propose 
to call Rhodochroia — superposing themselves on the short, 
dark-eyed, black-and wavy -haired, dolichocephalic, brunet- 
complexioned, delicately formed, marvellously artistic, 
and in other ways even then highly civilised and not un- 
cultured Melanochroi — building up an entirely new and 
better Civilisation, introducing loftier ideals, and estab- 
lishing a still more brilliant and powerful State, which 
preceded and possibly gave birth to hlinoan, or Ki*e(an 
Civilisation, and the so-called .^Egean AVorld generally. 

Khem, or Tomeri (commonly called Ancient Egypt)— 
geographically and in other ways isolated — I regard as a 
special develojiment and survival of the old IMelanochroian 
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Civilisation, though Rhodochroian Civilisation and Culture 
must assuredly have exerted a considerable modifying 
influence on the lines along which she actually develoijed. 
Now, when we speak of a race like these Rosy-BIonds 
superposing themselves upon a race like the older Melano- 
chroi, what does that mean ? Are not the implications 
these — that, after many ages of interblending, there must 
have resulted a type of humanity which exhibited indivi- 
duals who, in personal apjiearanee, not only took after 
their fair or their dark progenitors, but also combined the 
distinguishing characteristics of each? Henceforth, 
therefore, when thinking of our Bosy-Blonds, or Rhodo- 
chroi, do not let us only summon up in our minds the 
picture of a tall, big-limbed i-ace, with pink and white 
complexions, blue eyes, and golden hair. Let us recognise 
that, with all that was characteristic of his Rhodochroian 
ancestor in the matter of purity of complexion — roses and 
lilies, or ivory flushed with rose, as it is sometimes des- 
cribed — our Rhodochroic individual may cpiite possibly 
have been more or less slightly built, and may have pos- 
sessed brown or grey eyes, and brown or even blue-black 
hair. Or possibly his or her locks or tresses may have 
been of that mysterious, but woudrously beautiful, 
“ hyacinthine ” colouring that we read of in the Homeric 
writings. In short, do we not here see the real historic 
origin of that particular family of mankind which our 
fathers and grandfathers were wont to speak of as the 
Hamites ? 

One specially distinguishing feature of these Rosy- 
Blonds was the remarkable straight-linedness of their 
profile, down forehead and nose. Amongst, the ancient 
Romiu it was looked upon as a mark of aristocratic descent. 
It was strikingly typical of the ideal Greek face. Nay, 
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amongst the Toltecs, Miztees, and Aztecs o£ ancient Cen- 
tral America, mothers were in the habit of artificially 
compressing the heads of their infants in order to produce 
this extraordinarily admired and desired facial trait. 

Now, if we believe the Great Tradition, Poseidonis, before 
her tragic engnlfmaiit, had attained an almost unimaginably 
lofty pinnacle of intuitional, intellectual, and material 
progress. Be it remarked, however, that this inclusion of 
the epithet “ intuitional ” is quite compatible with the 
tradition that in those days her ruling classes were indes- 
cribably wicked. Much of her peerless renown is enshrined 
in the cloudy but surpassingly beautiful mythologies of 
later ages — indefinite memories of the Past, haunting the 
poetical souls of Mediterranean ethnoi who still lived on in 
the old, though changed, localities. It is simply incredible 
that these wondrous mythologies could ever have arisen, 
had there not been some soul of truth in the story of 
Poseidonis. That it has come down to us in that shape- 
in the lovely guise of these matehless legends, vague, 
illusive, and allegorical, but profoundly pregn.Tnt, splendidly 
poetical, often majestically impressive — and not in the 
form of a fatuous attempt at exact, “ scientific ” state- 
ment, duly vouched by contemporary eye-witnesses, and 
countersigned by individuals living in every one of the 
generations that have intervened between then and now — 
in short, such material and formal evidence as would alone 
carry conviction to the ultra-" scientific ” souls of some of 
my late critics — does but enhance its value as the genuine 
record of a real past, the details of which have been for- 
gotten. It is the natural form in which an intelligent being 
would expect the dim memory of such a Vanished World 
to survive. So regarded, Poseidonis — Queen of the Atlas 
Isles — was an ineffable fact : her almost incredibly lofty 
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civilisation, her well-nigh Eeonic splendours, her matchless 
achievements all over the Earth, are the dream of a still 
dazzled world. But of course I do not ask everybody to view 
it all in that light, unless he wishes to. Nothing, or very 
little, of what I have been saying on the subject is proved, 
from the correct, orthodox, “scientific,” i.e., purely intellec- 
tual and objective, Police-Court Pleader standpoint. Never- 
theless — granted the undoubted fact that, associated with 
times that are conventionally styled mythological, we do 
find the above-mentioned Rosj'-Blonds, or Rhodochroi, 
actually present in and dominant throughout the basically 
Melanochroian Mediterranean "World — I boldly maintain 
that the foregoing hypotheses as to where they originated 
and how they came to the Mediterranean, based though 
they be on an intuitional appreciation of the probabilities, 
yet also on a certain modicum of objective evidence, are 
just as reasonable and satisfying as anything that the 
“scientific” mind has hitherto contributed on the subject, 
perchance better. It must be remembered that all that is 
entitled to be called “ Knowledge ” does not, as the mere 
Scientist fondly imagines, consist of that rvhich is nakedly 
objective and is acquired by means of the intellectual 
faculties alone, and the very limited all that they demand 
in the way of evidentiary procedure. Give me good 
intuitional faculties, and I will refuse to break a lance with 
nobody. 


Thb Ka.ssi 

Before proceeding to unfold the theories which I build 
upon this undoubted fact of a dominant Rhodoehroic, or 
Rosy-Blond, race in the Mediterranean World in what arc 
now regarded as mythological times, I must interpose a 
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statement of my views regarding the origin and dififusion 
of the Kassi. 

In and abont the Caucasus (Kavkass) — a word wherein 
their name still possibly lingers, as also the “ Kappa ” of 
Kappadokia, and the “ Kef ” of Kef tin — these Melano- 
Xanthoehroi long remained known as Kassi. It must have 
been while settled there that, bj’’ mingling freely with 
some special type of Eastern Melanoehroi in Asia Minor 
and Nilharln (“ Rivers Country ”), they gave birth to the 
sub-race recently revealed as the Khatti, Kheta, Hittites, 
or Children of Heth — a people whose beginnings, judging 
by some of their monuments, are probably associable, 
through the “Bull” link, with the Tauric Era = Conven- 
tional B. C. -Iod7-240L 1/3. They may, however, have 
been only a variety of the “ East Alpine ” stock presently 
to be noticed. 

At some indelinite epoch — but whether before or after 
the birth of the Khatti it were dillicult to say — arose 
another offshoot of the original Kassite Race, very multi- 
tudinous, whom we Hud pouring into Central Europe as 
the yellowy-while Broadhoads, Roundheads, Shortheads, or 
Squarehead,?, of so-called Neolithic times — taking with 
them the custom of Oiiruliiff their dead, and leaving memo- 
rials of them in the famous Round-Barrows. These people 
are the real concrete basis for those imaginary " Aryan 
savages ” who, according to Professor Sergi, broke into 
what he calls Neolithic Central Europe, but which was 
really late Paheolithic Central Europe, destroyed its civi- 
lisation, and laid the basis for those “ Alpine ” etlmoi 
spoken of by Myres who to-day form in fact the bulk of the 
Prusso-Germanic populations, and enter largely into the 
composition of the dark, inferior elements of the far-flung 
Slavic race. 

6 
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A third hi’aiieh, diffusing themselves over the Taurus 
and the mountainous interior of Asia Minor, and also along 
the Amanus, and so down through the hills of Syria and 
Palestine, became known as the race whom Myres calls 
“ East-Alpine,” otherwise “ Anatolian ” or " Armenoid ” 
man. Needless to say, none of these names — Asia Minor, 
Syria, Palestine, Anatolia, Armenia — were then in exis- 
tence. S}'ria and Palestine (Zahi and Kharu) were 
probably then inhabited by a dark-white, low-grade, 
aboriginal stock with whom the Melanochroic Rutennu 
were perhaps already amalgamating. 

Doubtless pushed out of their original settlements by 
pressure from the north, some of these “ East-Alpines ” 
trekked still further south, and, penetrating into Africa 
as far as the great bend of the Nile between say "Wadi 
Halfeh and Abu Hamid, founded the State anciently 
known as Cush, or Kush. The firet mention we have of 
it occurs in the days of Alereiira I of the 6th Romio 
Dynasty, say A. M. 1740 75/480-1753 103/480=Conv. 
B. C. 2254 405/480-2250 377/480. The last important 
mention is about A. M. 3242-3274 29/480 = Conv. 
B. C. 762-729 451/480, i.e., during the reign of Piankhi, 
in the days of the no-cuiled Ethiopian Suirremacy. 

A fourth wave spread themselves down the Zagros 
highlands — in which regions, long afterwards, their name 
is found echoing in such words as Kurduchi, the Greek 
Komiioi, and the modern Kurds-, and so into that part 
of Nuin-Ma, or “ AVolf-Couiitry ” (in Hittite Si-Nim), 
which was known as Elam, nr rather E-i-lam (“ High- 
lands,” or “Uplands”), and eventually into Aga^De, 
or Akkad (also “Highlands,” or "Uplands”), part of 
which became known for a time as Karduniash ; Sumer, and 
the Country of the Sea on tlie shores of the Persian Gulf, 
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where it was they who introduced the name Karda, 
Kashda, or Kalda, etymon of our old familiar friend 
Chaldeea. We hear of them raiding into the Tigris- 
Euphrates Valley from as early as some indclinite time 
in the 3rd millennium B. C. We also know of the 
Bahylonian Dynasty that was founded by Kandash in 
the Ifith century B. C. And, of course, every one is 
familiar with the famous name of Nebuchadrezzar, cir. 
A. M. 3398-3443i = Conv. B.C. (tOti-aliOi. 

Vet other streams from the primitive funs et ortgo 
in the Caucasus sought their fortunes in the regions now 
known as Central Asia, occupying the Nilmmd, Siuim, 
or E-i-lam (A-i-ram, or xV-i-ran, whence Iran) — i.e., origi- 
nally “ Wolf-Lands ” and subseipiently “ Highlands ” — of 
that part of the world. There, they probably intermixed 
further with the ethnoi of Turan : there, throughout the 
ages during which the country was known as “ Wolf- 
Lauds,'’ they adopted or were given the name of the 
People of the Wolf, their special habitat perhaps being 
the region afterwards actually known as Vehrh-ani, and 
Ferghana — whence we can imagine them having been 
spoken of, in Avestau times, as the Fehrkavu-Danghavd : 
but there also, when the idea of “Highlands” got 
imported into the above generic names for the country 
as a whole, they acquired the name of “ The Tokh,” or 
“ People of the Snowy Eanges.” 

It was apparently an outflow of these Tokhs who, 
pouring through the north-west passes of the country 
known to us as India, at some period long anterior to the 
advent there of the aiikla or avUgam Zarah-Lake Aryas, 
i.e, long before Conv. B. C. 1151-700, and pushing 
their way down to the southernmost extremity of the 
peninsula, united there with the aboriginal black Nisadas, 
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and so gave birth to the Di-Svifjian raee. Some evidence 
o£ this remote event is perchance discernible in the 
Dravi'iian w>rd Knen, “ King/'’ which seems to luvk 
behind the Vedie name K?.rm (whence Kvi-iirrm, or 
Kriris), and was doubtless related to the “ Akkadian ” 
and Hitlite Kuru, “ fj-overnor,’* and tlie Hittitc KTn'a-kho , 
“ Governing prince.” Compare also the name by which 
the Oraons of Chutia Nagpur call themselves Kii.ridL 
•.Jumping the centuries to say Conv. B. C. IfiO-A. D 
i27, we find the representatives of these same Tnkhs in 
Turan and the regions bordering on or immixed with 
Airyan (Sagbian Ashaland in Central Asia), and even in 
the countries now known as Afghanistan and India, 
leading a somi-setfcled and often aggressive existence 
under divers derived names — Dahyiis, Aoot, or Ikihae 
(Daghi<"»), T-3-Hia, Tokh-iir/ (or “ Dominant Tokbs ”), 
Tohh-(7n7 (or " Descendants of the Tokbs ”), Tush-<ir5 
(Sanskrit for Tohh-(7ri7), Kushans, and KhSsas (Kashas)? — 
in all which, however, is traceable the name whereby 
this barbarous ethnos had ever been distinctively known, 
i.a,, People of the Snows, or Hills. Dah^Vs was Airyanian, 
and afterwords .Avestan. In Sapta-Sindhavah it .appeared 
under the form Da-y/Tis. This was quite distinct from 
the somewhat .«irailar Vedie word Dasas, which meant 
“ Slaves.” 

As Tokhs, or Dahyiis, these “ People of the Wolf,” or 
“ People of the Snows,” formed in AhhaimeniaH times a 
e.onmleralde sectioii of the Keplienian or Persian pojjitiatiouj 
becoming, clmiug say Conv. B. C. 700-100, speakers of a 
form of the Sakhian, or Sagbian, language of Airyan, 
and acquiring .also a form of the Sagbian Futhork, or 
alphabet. Who, yon will ask, were these Saklns or Saghs of 
Airyan ? That is a big and interesting subject, which would 
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require a lecture, or several lectures, all to itself. Suffice 
it to say that they were the ancestors, in Central Asia, 
of the English people, or at least of some of them. 
There in Airyan, they were the eullure-race of their day, 
though hitherto the learned world has been deplorably 
ignorant of the fact. In the above name Kephenians wc 
can trace a very obvious connection with the names 
Cattcams, Kapp'idoJnn, Krftm, etc. — pointing of course to 
the Kassite descent of the ))eople who bore it. 

It is from these hnhyvan, or Central Asian, and 
KepJienimi , or Persian sub-branches of the eastern Kassi, 
through the later Dnghi, Dnoi, and ilciM, or Dad (all 
forms of the old name, “ Hill-people ”)> and through the 
same peoples under yet another name with the same 
meaning, i.e., the Alamsin of early Eurojie, and still 
a third name, which may mean “ Brothers,” i.e., 
the Oermani of Tacitean times — and also, of coui'se, 
as already noticed, from the related Broadheads, or 
Alpines,” of Central Europe — that the bulk of the modern 
Deutschen are lineally descended : while even the Prus- 
sians — of a different lineage, so far as regards the com- 
paratively small minority' who are really' Teutonic {i.e., 
of Borussi-Shtirakyoun ancestry) — are very heavily charged 
with the same Broadhead (dark Slavic) blood, mixed, 
nevertheless, fortunately for them, with strains of infinitely 
superior Letto-Liluanian (old Bakhdhi-Airyanian) and 
Huguenot blood. 

From their earliest beginnings the Kassi and the 
various sub-stocks that came of them have always been 
more or less associated rvith MUy reyions — ^a fact which 
eloquently differentiates them throughout the ages from 
what is called the Civilised, or rather the Cultured (as 
distinguished from the Kultured) world. I do not mean 
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to say that they tiave always actually dwelt in hill-eountry, 
because they have not. But originally and naturally they 
were denizens of the Great Central Mountain-ranges : and in 
their subsequent historical race-names — e.g., Tokhs, Dahae, 
Alamaii, and the like, perchance even in the name Alboches 
— this great significant tradition has usually been preserved. 
Pre-eminently distinguished in every age and clime for 
their unlovely chai-acteristics, and their utter incapacity 
to profit by the lessons of experience (at least from a moral 
point of view), we can judge what Autiquitv- thought of 
them by the fact that, so far as in her lay, always and 
every w'here she kejjt them penned up iu their highland 
fastnesses, or restricted to the move desolate habitations of 
the Earth — save only for those historic interludes during 
which — as in Babylonia of the ICth century B.C., the 
so-called Ethiopian Supremacy in Khem and Egypt 
during the 8th century B.C., and later on in Northern 
India in the days of Tusbaran, Kushanian and Huna 
supremacy, their ravaging hordes swarmed irresistibly forth 
and imposed their hideous yoke upon a shuddering Civilised 
world. 

Not always or everywhere have they been what is 
called Uncivilised. Sometimes, as in the days of Chaldsean 
Nebuchadrezzar, and even in our own day, they have 
actually been extraordinarily proficient in the arts and 
sciences : yet, nevertheless, all down the centuries, from 
Kassi to Boches, they have been ever the same — essentially 
ill-conditioned and savage, a jvredatory folk, a wild-beast 
ethnos, enemies of the human race. Never have they 
succeeded in ridding themselves of this congenital taint. 
Prosperitj’’, indeed, has ever revealed them at their worst. 
And why? Because in Progress they have never been 
able to recognise anything but the opportunity for an 
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ualimited indulgence in their natural brute instincts — in 
Civilisation nothing but the means whereby more effect- 
ively to conduct against their neighbours some deeply- 
thought-oiit campaign of widespread and overwhelming 
agony and desolation, over which they have been brooding, 
and the orgiacal joys whereof they have been gloatingly 
dreaming of, for generations; and, in what they appre- 
hend of Culture (by them transmuted into Knllur), 
nothing but an excuse for blatant but baseless self-glori- 
fication — Kultnr being simply the deliberate perversion of 
psychology, natural science, polities, and material progress 
to fiendishly infamous ends. 

Apart from what I have said in my book about the 
Kassi and all the various sub-stocks who derived from 
them, on the lines above sketched out, I have also special 
chapters on Cliaiacter, particularly in relation to Spiri- 
tuality as distinguished from mere Intellectuality and even 
tile Intuitional faculties. I treat of the so-called Civilised 
and Uncivilised races, and I show’ how an ethnos may be 
cither, and yet be Barbarous or not Barbarous. And, with 
regard to the Kassi and all sub-stocks derived therefrom, 
I devote a chapter to (he subject of their Character, and 
I show how, from the remote days when they had their 
birth as a race uj) to present times, they are and have ever 
been, juar excellence, the representatives of Barbarism. 

I shall now proceed to deal w’ith the much more inter- 
esting, if more complicated, subject of the origins, 
developments, and diffusions of the so-called Culture- Races. 

To" this end we miust revert to the remote old Medi- 
terranean World, and in particular to Rhodoehroia and 
its dominant inhabitants, the Rosy-Blonds. 
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As already remarked, we are at liberty to belie^■e or not 
to believe all or most that has gone before on the subjeel 
of the Rosy- Blond race, the rise and glory of Atlantis, 
and the founding of Rhodocbroia in the remote old 
Mediterranean world. It is a matter of mental tempera- 
ment, and, whichever course we adopt, no great harm is 
done. 

But, at and from the moment that we know for a fact 
that a beautiful and energetic Rosy-Blond race did flourish 
and were even for ages dominant throughout the 
Meditermnean World during the times that we arc 
acciiskuncd to regard as ^Mythological, the situation 
completely eliang(.'.s. Wo IVcl that we arc! on (inner 
ground ; no longer need we wince in tlie prescne>; of the 
“scientific expert critic” with his supercilious demand for 
“ proof ” ; we can now go full steam ahead. 

For, possessed of a goodly array of facts regarding the 
Past — more or le.ss definite, more or less indefinite — we 
are just as much entitled as he is to draw therefrom our 
own conclusions. And if those conclusions are different 
from his, the world must judge as to wdiich are the more 
wortliy of acceptance — his views, or ours. 

In a former Lecture I s])okc to you of Poseidonis — that 
imperial and wondrous island continent which is alleged to 
have sunk bodily beneath the Atlantic wave somewhere 
about 13. C. 9000. Of her fabulously ancient dynasties — 
her “ immoi-tal ” kings and exquisite queens — we hear 
again as the gods and goddesses; of her mighty captains 
and other renowned ])or.<?onalities, as the heroes and 
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heroines ; of her innumerable host of lesser, but, in their 
several ways, intensely faseinating characters, male and 
female, goddess-born or earth-born, as the divinities, 
nymphs, naiads, dryads, satyrs, fauns, monsters, and 
mortals of both sexes, young and old, of every kind and 
degree ; of Kretan, Eomie, Hellenic, Western Asiatic, 
Airyanian, Indo-Aryan, nay, even Central American and 
other world-wide lore. Her armies dominated every land. 
Her navies were sujjreme at sea. She is even said to have 
conquered the air. In the arts and sciences generally her 
triumj)hs were wall-nigh incredible. And lastly, in regard 
to philosophy', despite her ineffable wickedness, must it not 
have been she — the Master Minds, the Royal Souls, who 
were in her midst — who whispered to their earliest migrant 
possessors the marvellous secrets, the fascinatingly profound 
mysteries, of Ancient Pantheism, and what, ages after- 
wards, came to be once more I'evealod as that matchlessly 
daring flight of human thought — the doctrine of the 
Atmaii, properly understood ? 


Riiodochroia 

It was from a source such as we are almost bound thus 
to roeonstrucl in imagination, that llhodochroia drew 
her life. Perchance we catch a glim]).?e of the effulgent 
era that then irradiated the Mediterranean AVorld in the 
following words wherewith, on his return from Egypt, 
Solon is said to have related the story told to liiin by the 
priests of Sais — 

“ There e.xisteJ an ancient and celebrated race of 
people in Greece, the wisdom of whose laws, and the fame 
of whose valour, are renow'ued in the sacred writings and 
ancient annals of Egypt. This heroic race were as highly 

7 
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celebrated for their exploits by sea as by land, as was 
evident in their arduous contests with the mighty nation 
who formerly inhabited the vast island of Atlantis, now 

bnried in the ocean which bears its name In 

succeeding ages, owing to prodigious earthquakes and 
inundations, all the parts of Greece which your ancestors 
inhabited were desolated and submerged, and the Atlantic 
island itself, being suddenly absorbed into the bosom of 
the ocean, entirely disappeared/’ 

Of course, here the expressions “ Greece ” and “ your 
ancestors ” were absolute misnomers ; for the age of which 
the Saitic priests were speaking ante-dated the period of 
the birth of Hellas and the origin of the Hellenes by 
thousands and thousands of years. 

Now let ns try to envisage Rhodoehroia and the 
environing world in the midst of whiel), jewel-like, she 
was set. The area occupied by the principal seat or centre 
of her power and glory was probably conterminous vaguely 
with that now covered by the Aigean sea and the ter- 
ritories more immediately suiTounding it. There she 
developed into maturity, and thence she diffused her 
aetivitios far and wide into the outlying countries in every 
direction. But, as with all other great Civilisations, 
population increased, and eventually began to press upon 
the means of subsistence. At last, just as had happened 
in the case of Posidonis, as happened subsequently in that 
of later Hellas, nay, as has also happened in our own 
national experience, there arrived for Rhodoehroia a stage 
of evolution — a period lasting who shall say how long ? — 
during which she also sent forth stream after stream, 
first of adventurers and explorers, then of* emigrants : tall, 
rosy-blond, enterprising dolichocephals, who, taking with 
them some at least of the cultural treasures of their 
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unique race — its peerless traditions, its dialects, sciences, 
and aids, its pbilosophies and faiths, all its distinguishing 
characteristics, physical, intellectual, intuitional, and spiri- 
tual, and (from a worldly point of view, perhaps more \ aluable 
than aught else) its pre-eminent capacity for proliting 
by the lessons of experience — issued forth into what was 
assuredly formally of them “The Unknown.” Here, I 
submit — and not in any fancied ethnic diffusions northwards, 
either on the lines of Sergi's Eurafriean cum Nordic hypo- 
thesis, or on those of Rendall’s still more faneiful transmuta- 
tion of magically northward-transferred Palicolithic man, 
short, slight, and dark, into the big-limbed, golden-haired, 
blue-eyed, blond-eomplexioned personality of Boreal man — 
W’e must look for an explanation of the fact that in the clas- 
sics we do undoubtedly Hnd hints, and more than hints, of 
the existence in regions of Eurojie which for ancient Greek 
writers would have represented “ the North,” and in days 
which to those writers were remote, of nourishing blond 
races, tall and heavily built, with fair hair, and eyes that 
if not blue were at least grey. Take, for instance, the 
so-called Zous-Pater- descended worshippers of Hyperborean 
Apollo. In Zeus-Pater — really the apotheosis gf an Age, 
connected with either Poseidonis or Rhodochroia — we have 
a conception equating etymologically with that expressed 
in the Yedic Byousli PitU. Hence, just as we shall see 
that the Aryas were an eventual subdivision of migrant 
Rosy-Blonde who had originally dwelt in Rhodochroia, {i.e., 
their ancestors had), perhaps as .subjects of the mighty 
and glorious Personification whose memory was subsequent- 
ly deified under these and similar names, so these new- 
comers from the relative north, i,c.. Central Europe, to the 
extent of their connection through the Zeus-Pater tradition, 
were simidy returned comniuuilies of Eo.“y-Blond .stock 
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whose ancestors, some time in the remote past, had simi- 
larly migrated from Rhodoehroia, but had gone “ Noi th ” 
instead of East, settling in Central Europe, where, of 
course, they had mixed with the local Broadheads, or 
“xVlpine ” man, and had also, in a much later age, fallen 
in with, or rather had probably been joined by, the people 
who brought with them from the East the etymon where- 
out eventually arose the name K«XTot. In Apollo, again — 
apart from the ep)ithet “ Hyperborean,” and as distinguish- 
ed from the very different AwoXkiDv that derives, like A])a- 
Var-Yan, from Ab-Alah-On = “ Mighty Father On” — we 
possibly see the equivalent of certain aspects of the Aryan 
Sun-god. On this subject, however, I will not further 
dilate. In my book it is only referred to incidentally in 
connection with the advent of the historieal, as distinguish- 
ed from the Homerie, Achaans — an event which I put at 
not very much earlier than B.C. 578. 

Rkodochhoic 

Ea.steux Ouir.ixs axd Dkvei.oi>3ient.s 
Bnt apart altogether from Rhodochroiau developments 
and diffusions in Europe itself, including perhaps the 
northern shores of Africa west of Khem, what in my book 
I am mainly concerned to expound is tlie all-dominating 
and all-revolutionising fact that the various partially Blond 
races of the East, as familiarly known to us since the 
so-called “ Dawn of History,” and which we have always 
hitherto regarded as immemorially, and never anything 
hut, ailscripti glehae in the East, were really the result of 
the eastward diffusion of migrant hosts of these old 
Mediterranean Rosy-Blonds, or Rhodochroi, and their 
amalgamation in that East with the Turanian and 
" Semitic ” (<>., Eastern Melanoehroic) races u'hom they 
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found already in possession of it as its aulocliUioiious 
inhabitants ; that, apart from the couirilmtion originally 
made by the Melanochroi of the Groat Coiitral Zone, and 
by these old Vfostern Asiatic Turo-Xanthochroi and 
"Semites” to the world’s general stock of Cull lire, the 
above-mentioned Rosy-Blonds of Mediterranean Rlmdo- 
chroia were the original and sole custodians of everything 
that enters into our conception of Civilisation and Spiri- 
lualit}’’ ; that some of this original Culture they iilantcil in 
the tei’vitorios and imjiarted to the ethnoi more ininiodiatoly 
around them ; but that much of it — more than is generally 
supposed — has come, even io ns Western Europeans as we 
call ourselves, through the hitherto wholly unnoticed, if 
even known, channels of Return- Waves from the East— 
i.e., through westward-niigi-ating races (some of them our 
own unrealised ancestors) who in the East had sjirung, or 
rather polarised gradually, into being, from amalgamations 
effected between those Cultnre-Iadcn, eastward-migrated 
Rosy-Blonds who had had to abandon Rliodocliroia as allud- 
ed to Hujira, and the autochthonous old possessors of 
the East, whether Yellow Turanians or Easlerii Melano- 
eliroi. And some, of course, as we have seen, also fonntl 
its way back to Hellas (though doubtless very much (rans- 
mogri(ied) from the more or less remote jiarts of the 
Relative " North,” i.e., Central Europe, whereto it had 
anciently wandered. 

In other words — and here wc recall the Zeils-Batcr- 
descended worshi))pers of "Hyperborean” Ajiollfj — to 
some extent what Myres calls “ Indo-Enrojiean speech,” 
" names of men and gods,” and " institutions of northern 
origin,” but w'hat were really the original dialects of 
Rhodoehroia, names of Rhodfajhroian kings and other cele- 
brities, and institutions then organiealh' connected with 
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and expressive of actual Rhodochroian life, spread in very 
remote times from Mediterranean Rhodochroia straight 
into the (as we now say) European regions — probably the 
Grassland stretches — more or less immediately surround- 
ing that once glorious centre of Power and pictnrescpie 
Culture. 

On the other hand, a vast deal of the above-mentioned 
Culture (dialects, divine and other names, institutions, etc.) 
went East— -borne thither by migrant floods which from 
time to time welled forth from that same glorious 
fountain-head in the eastern basis of the Great Midland 
Sea. Yet, in after ages, some of it found its way 
back again into Europe — not, however, in one stream, 
not at the same time, and not in exactly the same forms 
as those in which it had originally gone abroad, hut at 
various historical epochs, in divers disguises, by different 
routes, to destinations sometimes far separated : in short, 
by routes, at times, and in manners wholly and absolutely 
different from those that we have hitherto had vaguely at 
the back of our heads in connection with the old, once 
dominant hypothesis, or rather dogma, of everything in 
the shape of language, beliefs, and culture generally having 
come to us on the “Aryan” flood, from the distant East, 
and in times so remote that nobody has ever troubled to 
assign to them anything like a definite date. 

We must not forget that in those days — the days when 
migration into the East was in progress from Rhodochroia — 
the world was just as big and active and dramatic a 
place as it is to-day. Many more or less momentous 
hapj3enings were occurring — several more or less brilliant 
and mighty Civilisations, in more or less widely separated 
geographical areas, were in course of development, either 
on the iipAvard or the downward grade — perchance more 
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than one more or less portentous race-movement or ethnic 
amalgamation was in progress — at the same time. It is 
impossible to envisage and trace these out all together. 
We must take them separately. And the one to which in 
particular I would now invite your attention, is the mighty 
flood of migi’ation, or series of migrations, on the part of 
Rosy-Blond humanity, which, at a critical but probably 
very long-drawn-out stage of their national evolution, 
streamed forth from Rhodochroia into Western Asia and 
the East in general, completely transmuting the latter 
from whatever it had been before, into that which it was 
at the time when we lirat become, as we have hitherto 
thought, more or less familiarly acquainted with it. 

Of these forth-streaming bodies, some, as we have seen, 
appear to have trekked northward into Central Europe — 
to come back later on to a completely transformed Medi- 
terranean World in connection with the “Acluoan” name ; 
others perhaps pushed north through later Thessal}’’, 
Balkania, and the Kimmerian Land ; while others certainly 
migrated via Asia Minor into Western Asia. AVhat drove 
them forth ? Adventure ? The pursuit of wealth ? 
Organised colonial enterprise V Political, social, and/or 
economical disorders ? Or was it some great convulsion or 
convulsions of Nature ? 

Perchance those days were none other than the epoch 
of the so-called Deukalion Deluge We can imagine the 
mainland (17 rjTrapos) extending before that as far 
south as Krete itself, which obviously was at one time 
not an island at all, but the southern boundary of an 
earlier continental mass. Huxley, it is true, rejects the 
idea that sudden, widespread, and overwhelming disaster 
overtook the regions now occupied by the Grecian Archi- 
pelago and metamorphosed them into their present broken-up. 
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islaadie aspect. Yet even so, the possibility of such 
a catastrophe as that which we are now contemplating — 
one, or a series, sharp enough and prolonged enough to 
crumple up the central seat of ordered Rhodoehroic National 
Life, wherever that may have been, and to bring about 
some of the popular dis 2 oersions to which I have alluded — 
is in no way excluded. Huxley’s remarks (see ITasisadm’s 
Adventure) have reference to a very wide geograirhieal area ; 
much wider than that which I have in view for the 
purjioses of my hypothesis regarding Rhodoehroian migra- 
tions. Also, in regard to time, his observations reach back 
to a period much more arehman than any with which we 
need concern ourselves here. For these reasons, therefore, 
the total rejection of the idea of some memorable disaster 
or disasters in the past in pre-.®gean regions seems to me 
unnecessary on the evidence, if not indeed impossible. I 
do not see why local subsidences and other disconcerting 
changes could not have taken place throughout that area, 
say somewhere about B. C. 9000, even assuming that the 
present geological formation of the Balkan peninsula, the 
iEgeaii, and Asia Minor is the result of imperee[)tibly slow 
atmosjrheric, stream, and other natural action, e.xtending 
back into a very much remoter age. 

Try we now to follow this eastward-flow'ing stream of 
assumed Rhodoehroian migration. But first let us picture 
to ourselves the nature and aspect of that East for which 
it was bound. Most of us, I ex^rect, are firmly convinced 
that the East and its ethnoi have ever been what we 
have always imagined them to be, that is, very much 
what they are to-day, or at least very much wdiat we have 
been led to believe them to have been since times within 
the memory of man. If so, we shall have to execute a 
complete volte-face. In the distant days to which we are 
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now going back, save for one race whieli I shall name 
presently, the entire Eastern Hemisphere was occupied by 
two, and only two, distinct race-stocks — in the northern 
latitudes by the Yellow Turanians, and in the southern 
latitudes by that type of Black humanity which in India 
is known as the or autochthons. But here, as 

elsewhere, haunting the great mountain-ranges whose 
mmifications extend all over the country, dwelt also the 
Kassi, that barbaious and unspeakable ethnos of whose 
origin and diffusions I have already treated. And, of 
course, in Western Asia, and fierhaps also parts of Arabia, 
there were the Eastern Melanoehroi, or so-called “Semites” 
— out of whose blendings with the Turanians of Western 
Asia the horrible Kassi had originated at some early but 
nntraceablc date. 

But tiiesc wore all. There were no Babylonians, no 
Medes, no Persians, no Airyanians, no Aryas, no Sarmatians, 
no Cathayans — in short, none of the great historic races 
with whose names and fortunes we have all, more or less, 
been familiar from our very childhood. Why ? Because 
they were all then unborn. Hitherto nine out of every ten 
of us have probably been under the inipressii)n that these 
familiar races have alirnijx been in existence, ever since the 
dawn of Time. That is a great mistake. T now propose 
to lift the veil from the long-obscured conditions under 
which they, or at least some of them, sprang into being. 

The eastward-bound stream of Rbodochroic migration 
• above referied to seems to have consisted of two distinct 
branches. Perhaps those who went nortli rid Thessaly 
eventually turned eastward, and so formed one of these two 
branches, the other being represented by the migrants who 
elected to journey rid Asia Minor. Or perchance there 
was originally only one eastwardly-moving stream — the 
8 ’ 
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laBt-inentioned group — which, when it reached the Amanus, 
hifurcalccl. In any case, it is clear that one of these two 
branches got very little further than Naharin, or the 
“ Rivers-Country,” in Northern Syria, where, settling 
dow'n, and maintaining more or less the purity' of its blood, 
it developed into the Amorites of Yndai. The other and 
apparently more numerous branch was more enterj)rising, 
and passed on into the regions lying on the other side of 
Euphrates. 

Developing their woodland nomenclature as they went — 
whether by way of Asia Minor and so straight into Western 
Asia, or rid the Thessalian “gi-assland” and so round in the 
same direction — these migrant Rosy-Blonds diffused them- 
selves over the various park-lands to which Myres is so 
fond of referring, eventually losing all memory of the Sea, 
which, in Po«/-Vedio India, was only represented by' the 
term Samudra, or " Gathering of Waters beyond Euphra- 
tes penetrating in amongst the multitudinous yellow-skinned 
Turanians of tliose parts, and, further south, coming into 
contact with the Eastern Melanochroi, or Dark Whites, 
afterwards known as the Semites. 

There, in the Wilderness of the Western Orient — either 
in search of subsistence, or incited by di’eams of commercial 
prosperity, perchance of so-called glory following on for- 
cible conquest — they' made new homes for themselves under 
strange and distant skies, forgetting for ever in course of 
time their Mediterranean origin, and completely identify'- 
ing themselves with their Eastern surroundings. 

As they advanced (I am not now speaking of the Amo- 
rite swarm,) they sojourned for a time, more or less lengthy, 
in particular regions ; or considerable numbers of them 
even settled down more or less permanently amongst the 
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TurSniai) aborigines, while the main mass went on and 
on, eve; Eastward. 

Each such sojourn or settlement-r-uever, be it observed, 
amongst the Kassi of the hills or the wilderness-tracts, but 
always amongst the more civilised and cultured peoples of 
the open country or the valleys — resulfed, of course, in an 
amalgamation more or less complete, tlius giving rise, ac- 
cording to the stock from whom the Rosy- iilonds took 
wives, or to whom, perhaps more rarely, they gave their 
daughters, to an absolutely new and handsome race-type. 
Its language was naturally a blend, based largely on the 
mother-tongue, which was usually Turanian, though ocea- 
sionall}' Bhodochroian, and in any case with a strong ten- 
dency to conform more and more to the language of the 
country. 

Prior, however, to these Rosy- Blond settlements and 
developments, there must already have been considerable 
interblendings amongst Turanians, Kassi, and Eastern Me- 
lanochroi, along the lines of their mutually overlapping 
margins. Of these, the birth of the Hittite Race (say 
some time during the Tauric Era, B.C. 15.57-‘il4-01 1/iJ) 
was no doubt one of, the most noticeable outcomes. Pos- 
sibly these dates arc about 95 ii'i years too high. 

Zagbel-s 

The earliest tradition of these eastward-flowing streams 
of the Rosy-Blond emigration from Rhodochroia — probably 
connected with times preceding the linal break-up of that 
great fountain-head of ethnic and cultural developments — 
appears to Vie enshrined in the legend of Zagreus, tlio 
“ Horned Child,” son of Zeus by his own daughter Perse- 
phone. For Zeus, of course, \vc must read Rhodochroia : 
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aivd for Persephone an early colony issuing thereout and 
planted somewhere in the neighbourhood of the Zagros 
hiahiands. ‘Zagreus was a Statelet that evolved out of this 
early settlement, and no doubt gave its name to the adja- 
cent' hill-range : and the Titans who destroyed it, and 
whom Zeus subsequently “struck down ” for tlieir crime, 
were the barbarous Kiissi, then dwelling in “ Tartarus "■ — 
probably the not very distant wilds of Turau. Prom the 
fact that Zagreus is surnamed the “ Horned Child ” we may 
perhaps not unreasonably infer that the State so named 
was founded early in the Taiiric Era. The connected le- 
gend of Typhoeus evidently preserves the tradition of the 
rise and overthrow of some Neo-Titanian ethnos which 
Rhodoehroia had foolishly allowed to evolve out of the-con- 
ditions created by the great Titan dSOnde which had ended 
th'e Titanomachia; In this wc possibly see some early act 
of aggression on the part of' the newly arisen Hittites. 

Eventually Zagreus is bom again under the form of 
Dionysos, son of Zeus by Seraole or some other fair frailt)'. 
In other words, further streams of colonists had issued 
from Rhodoehroia. These must have been the “god- 
like ” invaders who, according to Ind’s perhaps oldest tradi- 
tion, found their way into that distant land, and there in- 
troduced the Vine, at a period long anterior to the occupa- 
tion of the Pan jab by the Vedic Aryas. 

MrTANXi AX'D M.VX.VI; 

Apart from anything more or less solid that may 
be represented by the foregoing two ancient Hellenic 
myths, the first great amalgamation effected by the mi- 
grant Rosy-Blonds from Rhodoehroia with the Xantho- 
ehroie Turanians of Western Asia, seems to have taken 
place somewhere in the regions stretching between the 
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Euphrates (perclnince eveu the Halys) and the southeni 
end of the Kulzuiui or Caspian Sea, and to have pro- 
duced the aneestoi’s- of the people known to the ■ B.- C. 
15th • century Roiniu as the Mitaniiiaii.s, and to the 
later’" Assyrians as the ilada, or MSidai, the Aledes 
(Mi/8ot, Marai, Medi). 

- In this connection, however, we must be particularly 
cautious and eireitrnspcet, because the communities f)l' 
sorts who eventually werrt bj- tliis last name were not 
all of one ethnos, nor did thes’ always or all speak the 
same language, as we shall see in due time. 

What is perhaps our first glimpse of this great sub- 
stock — the Rhodo-Turauians — as an ethnos Iratling from 
the regions where (’.e lijujotlied they originated, is in con- 
nection with the epochal ethnic aird political changes 
that went oir in originally Melanochroian, /.e., Sentitie, 
Agade, and to a lesser extent in Turauo-ilelanoohroian 
Sumer, during say B. C. ^800-2000, when Shiirr-u-Cl and 
Shar-Ganl-Sharri entered the countr’y and reorganised it, 
and inaugurated there an absolutely new er-u, ethni- 
cally, politically, and culturally. I .shall liin o to recur 
to this later on. Suflice it here fo say that it is in 
this eonneetion that King and others commit their huge 
mistake of confounding the Amorites with the Semites, 
and so give out an entirely wrong idea of " Babylo- 
nian ” origins and developments. 

Our next glimpse of the Rhodo-Turiiuians — at the 
time when they are eonveutioiially thought to have 
effected the n-estu'ard trend of their diffusion as the 
Medes, or rather Proto-jMedes, originating further east — 
is in the reign of Thothmus I (Conv. B.C. 1516-1495), 
in whose records mention is made of a country called 
Mathen, Mathena, or Mitanni, lying within and cast 
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of the great beud of Euphrates near Niy, thus cones- 
ponding with Paddan-Ai'Sm, AriXm-Nabaraim, or later 
Upper Mesopotamia, and adjoining the region more 
specifically known to the Romm as Nahaiin, or the 
“ Rivers-Couutry,” between Euphrates and Orontes. 

In a subsequent Lecture we shall see how, later on, this 
region gave birth to the famous names Hajjta Ilendii and 
Sc^ia Siml/iuviih. 

Myres represents these Mitaunians as part of a wide- 
spread raid of “ Indo-European ’^-speaking, “ Iranian 
folk, mocing tvesiward from the Persian jdateau. Accord- 
ing to Breasted — 

“ It was the earliest and westernmost outpost of the 
Aryan race as yet disclosed to us.... The influence and 
language of Mitanni extended weshvard to Tunip in the 
OrontSs valley and eastward to Nineveh. They formed a 

powerful and cultivated state .Assyria was as yet but a 

new and insignificant city-kingdom {Hist, of Egypt ^ p. 263). 

Note the expression, " the Aryan race.” No mean- 
ing can possibly attach to it here, as, after the people 
who alone were distinctively known as the “ Aryas ’’ 
(the blond ethnos dwelling round Lake Zarali up to 
B. C. 1151) acquired that name, t//ey were nerer heard 
of west of those regions, whence they undouhtedly passed into, 
and as nndouhtedly never left, India ! 

Lt.-Col. Conder, who looks on Mitanni and Matiene 
as identical, and equates Mitannian with the Minyan 
language, speaks of — 

“ the whole region of Matiene between Lake ^'an 
and Syria being then,” i.e., the loth century B. C., 
“ known to the Semitic tribes as the Land of Khoni- 
■ralbat, perhaps meaning ‘ of the many khan.s ’ or Mongol 
kings ■” {The Ilittiles, p. 20). 
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'J'lic* name MnHdn?, however, beloii'rs to a much later 
ajje, ami then seems to l)ave Jenoted only tlie country 
immediately east of the Zagros and soutli of Lake 
Urumiyeh. Perchance the solution is that in the time 
say of Thothines I the entire country from Xiy to the 
south-western shores of the Cas]>ian belonged to Mitanni, 
and that in fact ^litauiii meant “ Country of the 
Medes,” which is also obviously the meaning of Malieue. 

But Couder goes further. He identifie.s the Mitan- 
nians with the Minyans, i.i\, the Manniii of ^lannu. 

“ North of Babylonia and A.ssyrin,” he says, “ the 
region of Mitanni stretched between Erzernm and the 
great Lake Van, and even extended at one time to 
the river Halys. It is called Matiene by HeroJotns, 
and its inhabitants in 1500 B. C. were llinni or Mi- 
nyans ”{ib. fi. 100). 

According to this — if Mitannians = Modes — the Medes 
were at one time diffused from the Halys in Asia 
Minor to Tnnip on the Orontes, and thence right 
away eastward into later Media ( Mi^Sia ) pro).er. I 
am quite willing to agree — understanding by “ Medes " 
the Rhodo-Tuvanian ancestors of the Mitannians. But 
I wonder whether Conder’s Haly.s idea has originated 
out of data connected with the long subsequent events 
of Kyaxares’s reign ! Nevertheless, it by no means follows 
that the Mitannians and the Minni were identical. The 
Mannai of Mannu (who were the Minni) were a small 
people who had a little country of their own in the 
hill-territory south-west of Urumiyeh, and south-east of 
Van. At least, they were certainly there in the days 
of Tiglath-Pileser (B. C. 734-) and Surgon 11 (B. C. 701) 
when their capifeil was called MuzCizir. In the absence, 
therefore, of evidence to the contrary, the in-e.sumption 
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is that that had alsvays been their seat. Whence it follows 
that if not cthnieallyj at any I’ate politically, they 
were distinct from the Mitannians, who were a much 
more widely spread ethnos, and may in fact be regard- 
ed as the Proto-Medes. 

Doubtles.s, in support of his view, Conder relies on 
the letter written by Dusratta of Mitanni to Amen- 
hotep III (Conv. B. C. 1375-1:341), of which he gives 
a copy and a translation in The UiUites, ApjD. II, jJp. 
192-10-1-. With due rcsjioct, however, for his expert 
knowledge, I venture to think that he has misread this 
document. If my reading be sounder, it throws a new 
light on the situation, and confirms my view that, in the 
14th eeuturj- B, C., Mitanni and Mannu were sejiarate and 
distinct States — the latter much smaller than, and indeed 
subordinate to, the former. Also, we must no longer 
call the language of Mitanni Minyan. 

, We are now confronted with a very curious situation, 
the correct understanding of which will not only reveal to 
us how very muddled are the ideas of conventional scholar- 
ship in this particular connection, hut will also dissipate 
from our own path whatever obscurities may seem to hang 
around it. 

Eor we are now approaching the great problem, Who 
were the Airyaniaus ? Who were the hledcs ? Who were 
the Persians ? Were the Medes and the Persians ethnically 
identical ? Were both or either of them Airyaniaus ? And 
lastly, were any of these peoples — Aiiyanians, Medes, Per- 
sians — eastern etlmoi who in course of time trended west- 
ward ? Or was the truth exactly the other way about ? 
I propose to show that the fixed and ineradicable views 
hitherto and to this day held by the conventionally learned, 



LECTURE IV 


65 


in these connectionsj are jumbled and U2Jside-down views, 
and that the time has come when scholarship will do well 
to reject them out of hand, and accept another and very 
different jncture of the past. 

First, however, it will be convenient to interpose a few 
remarks regarding “ Babjdonian” origins and developments. 
This, then, will form the subject of my next Lecture. 


9 
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As regards ethnic and other origins and developments 
in Western Asia — particularly throughout the valleys of 
the Tigris and Euphrates and their immediate neighbour- 
hood — the view now dominant in orthodox and more or 
less authoritative or at least influential circles, may be 
gathered fram the following quotation from TIip J/ickiit 
East (Home University Library), by D. G-. Hogarth, M. A., 
F.B.A., F.S.A., Keeper of the Ashmolean Museum, Oxford. 
The earliest centre of power in Western Asia to develop 
foreign empire was, he tells us — 

“ the region which would be known later as Baby- 
lonia from the name of the city which in historic 
times dominated it, birt, as we now know, was neither 
an early seat of power nor the parent of its distinctive 
local civilization. This honour, if due to any one 
city, should be credited to t^r, whose also w^as the first 
and the only truly ‘ Babylonian ’ empire. The primacy of 
Babylonia had not been the work of its aboriginal Sumerian 
population, the authors of wdiat was highest in the 
local culture, but of Semitic intruders from a compara- 
tively barbarous region ; nor again, had it been the work 
of the earliest of these intruders (if we follow those who 
now deny that the dominion of Sargon of Akkail and his 
sonNaram-Sin ever extended beyond the lower basins of the 
Twin Rivers), but of peoples w'ho entered with a second 
series of Semitic waves. These surged out of Arabia, 
eternal motherland of vigorous migrants, in the middle 
centuries of the third millennium B.C. While this migra- 
tion swamped South Syria with ‘ Canaanites,’ it ultimately 

\ r f.i 
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gave to Egypt the Hykso=: or ‘ Shepherd Kings/ to Assyria 
its permanent Semitic population, and to Sumer and Akkad 
what later chroniclers called the Eivst Babylonian Dynasty. 
Since, however, those Semitic interlopers had no civiliza- 
tion of their own comparable with eitlier the contemporary 
Egyptian or the Snmerian (long ago adopted by earlier 
Semitic immigrants), they inevitably and (juiekly assimi- 
lated both these civilizations as they settled down ” 
(pp. 31-23). 

" At the same time,” continues Hogarth, “ they did not 
lose, at least not in Mesopotamia, which was already half 
Semitized, certain Bedawi ideas and instincts, which would 
profoundly affect their later history ” (p. 23). 

Tn this last connection he proceeds to refer, first, to 
what he calls Super-Monotheism, or belief in a paramount 
Father-God, and secondly, to what he calls “ the custom of 
the razzia or summer raid, which is still obligatory in 
Arabia on all men of vigour and spirit,” and which, he 
says, “ was held in equal honour by the ancient Semitic 
world ” — in fact, was brought with them by the above- 
mentioned migrant “ waves ” when they surged up into 
Western Asia Irom Arabia. For instance, says Hogarth — 

" Chederlaomer, Amraphel and the other three kings 
were fulfilling their annual obligation in the Jordan valley 
when Hebrew tradition believed that they met with Abra- 
ham ; and if, as seems agreed, Amraphel was Hammurabi 
himself, that tradition proves the custom of the razzia 
well established under the First Babylonian Dynasty” 
(pp. 24-25). 

We have to listen to this sort of thing, because of the 
reputation of the writer; but it is all pure bunkum. 
In the first place — apart from an utterly wrong and 
fantastic conception regarding the “ Semites,” a.s to which 
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I' shall have more to say anoti — Hogarth’s suggestion, or 
rather allegation, of a Bedawi origin for the idea of a 
“ paramount Father-God ” is nonsense. Hogarth does not 
seem to know who, and what kind of creatures, the Bedawi 
were, and indeed are. Besides, the idea of God, regarded 
as the, or an. Almighty Father, never came out of any 
Arabia, Bedawi or otherwise. Sinoe times from which the 
memory of man — in particular Melanochroic man — ran not 
to the contrary, such a conception of the deity had been 
familiar, nay, dominant, throughout the Great Central Zone ; 
and if it was known at all in some parts of Arabia, that 
would only have been because ethnically those parts were to 
some extent Melanochroic. It was common thought in the 
Tigris and Euphrates valley, and was a sure find all over 
the Old Mediterranean World, even right up to the days 
of Hellenic beginnings. In short, all these grandiose but 
nebulous ideas regarding successive waves of migration 
surging out of Arabia as the " eternal motherland of 
vigorous migrants,” and so giving rise to primary Semitic 
origins in Western Asia, and especially in the Tigris- 
Euphrates valleys’ country, but also to the “ Canaanites ” 
of Southern Syria, the Hybsos, the Assyrians, and the 
so-called First Babylonian Dynasty, we may brush wholly 
and unhesitatingly aside. 

In particular I reject Hogarth’s remarks regarding 
Chedorlaomer and Amraphel in connection with his " razzia ” 
notion — especially his statement that, if Amraphel and 
Hammurabi were identical (which they undoubtedly w’-ere), 
the Hebrew tradition concerning them and Abraham 
“ proves the custom of the razzia well established under 
the First Babylonian Dynasty.” It does nothing of the 
sort; and for a very sufficient reason. The raiders on the 
occasion referred to, were not the " Semitic ” Babylonian 
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Dynasty at all, but the non-" Serailic ” Kassiles ol' Elam 
under Kudilr-Lagamar (Chedor-laomer) ; and liammiiriibi, 
or Amraphel (tlie tlieii representative of the Babylonian 
Dynasty), was present, not as a principal, or even volun- 
tarily, but as a captive in the hands of his master for the 
time beinf?, K udur-Lagamar ! In these circumstances 
Hogarth’s whole position breaks up, and with it goes 
everything else that is founded on it. Asa matter of fact, 
too, that " razzia ” wheeze — like Myres’s “ grassland ” 
fad — is simply worked to death — being brought in every- 
Avhere, on the slightest provocation, by writer after writer, 
in approved “ follow-my-leader ” style. 

What, then, were the ethnic and other origins and 
developments of “ Babylonia” ? 

If the Elamites were KSssi (as they undoubtedly were), 
who were the inhabitants of the valleys of the Twin 
Rivers ? Even specialists seem by no means agreed as to 
the race — wlielher Slongols, Kassi, or "Semites” — who 
in that part of the world were in the ascendant at parti- 
cular periods in those very remote days. And, to add to 
our dilliculties, we lind authorities like Meyer, Jastrow, 
Conder, nay, even King, coni ributing by their acceptance 
to the propagation of a most astounding eoneeption of the 
“ Semite ” as an ethnic entity. Eor amongst the Semites 
they positively include the Amorite.^ ! — though the Semites 
were unquestionably Melanochroi, while the Amorites were 
as undoubtedly what I am calling Rliodochroi, t.e., Rosj'- 
Blonds ! The result is that when these influential tvriters 
speak, as they do, of Smut lie invasions of Kish, Agade, 
and other neighbouring regions by successive waves of 
AmoriUc aggression, we are hopelessly bewildered — i.e., 
we would liave been, had wc not seen onr own way clearly, 
and were wo not independent enough to take it. For now 
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— we walk by the light of these guides — we cannot be 
sure whether these in-sweeping hosts were Semites mis- 
represented as Btodochroi, or Amorites misrepresented as 
MelanocUroi ! These are our staggering alternatives : and 
did we accept either, we would have on onr hands a freak. 
That I am not doing Mr. Leonard King an injustice, let 
his own words testif 3 '. The quotation is too long for 
insertion here, but I refer to A History of Sumer and Ahkad, 
1910, by L. W. King, p. .35. 

Nothing could be more clearly expressed : but the 
visions of chaos that it opens ujr are simply appalling. 
Mr. King seems to be quite unconscious of the possibility 
that there is any alternative to bis view' that, because the 
immigrants arrived xid the north-west, they must have 
been the early Semites of “ Babylonia ” hitherto regarded 
as such, and that, because they are said to have been a 
“fair ethnos, they must have been Amorites. Whence, 
no doubt, his and others’ conclusion that Amorites 
=Western Semites. 

Professor Flinders Petrie plays about with the name 
“Amorite” in a way of liis own, and contribute.® not a little 
to the general confinsion {Easlern Exploration, 1918, p. 34). 

You will remember that for me the Semites were 
nothing more or less than those autochthonous Melano- 
ehroi of the Great Central Zone who dwelt at its extreme 
eastern end, resting in Western Asia and parts of Arabia : 
and it is hardly necessary to remind you that the name 
“ Semites ” is simply the outcome of the now exploded 
ideas w’hich our elders of a generation or ttvo back attached 
to the artificial ethnography of Genesis x, and therefore, 
as some are so fond of saying, has “ no scientific value 
whatever!” 
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Now, so very ancient is Akkailo-Suineriau Civilisation 
known to Lave been (I am putting altogether out of account 
the very earliest denizens who used clay sickles), that it 
seems quite natural to suppose that the first Civilisation 
in Western Asia was, through the Sumerians, what we 
may agree to call aiitochihonous Turanian. Even this 
however, is by no means clear. Possibly', as autochthons 
within their own sphere, the Eastern Melanoehroi were as 
ancient as the Turanians. For the jn-esent we may' leave 
the cpiestion open. 

At p. ix of his book already' eited Hr. King s.ays — 

“ The early history' of Sumer and Akkad is dominated 
by the racial conflict between Semites and Sumerians, in 
the course of which the latter were gradually worsted. 
The foundation of the Babylonian monarchy marks the 
dose of the political career of the Snnierian.s ns a race, 

although their cultural achievements long survived 

them in the later civilizations of Western Asia." 

Of course, what we make of the fact here referred to, 
depends entirely upon our own specific conception of who 
and what the “ Semite ” was. 5Ir. King and other writers 
say' he was an Amoritc. I say he was ttol an Amoritc. 
He was an Eastern Melanochroite : and, so far as the 
inhabitants of early Agade were really Semites, they must 
have been Melanoehroi. But the fair newcomers from 
the north-west who hitherto have commonly' been called 
“Semites,” and^ by ^fr. King, Amoritc.s, or “Western 
Semites,” seem to me to have been neither Semites in 
my' sense of the word, nor Ainorites. Vet I am convinced 
they were not without some Rhodochroian blood in their 
veins. This will require a little explanation. 

Thinking only in periods, as Mr. King does, let us yiass 
briefly' in review our. ])resent data of knowledge regarding 
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the dawn of civilisation in the Tigris-Euphrates country. 
The latest discoveries, we are informed, take us back 
vaguely to say Conv. B.C. 3400-2800, when, flitting about 
the northern regions afterwaixls known as Agade, or Akkad 
(" Uplands”), maj"^ be seen a number of shadowy rulers, 
from a patesi, or vicei’ 03 ', named Utag (Who, in those days, 
was his suzeiain ?), to a king named Enbi-Ishtar : and, 
parallel with the latter half of those, are traceable a still 
greater number of names — kings and patesis in the South, 
at Lagash, Umma, Erech and Ur. 

Then, from Conv. B. C. 2750-2700, comes the Dynasli/ 
of Kish, in the centre of the “ Uplands,” and about level 
with the later Babylon. This line was possibly founded 
by the outlander Sharrn-Gl (a Rhodo-Turanian), and 
consisted of 8 kings, so far as yet known, with a parallel to 
the 2nd king in Lagash, and also one in Umma. The 
name Kish reminds us of Ails//, and suggests the idea that, 
before Sharru-Gl's advent, the land had been under Kassite 
domination, and that Sharru-Gl’s dynasty merely adopted 
or otherwise acquired the name. 

Next, air, Conv. B. C. 2050-2450 (or, as Petrie main- 
tains, dr. B. C. .8750), comes the Byvmly of Al'kad — 
“Semitic” for Sumerian Agaile, or, as I prefer to .say, 
Rhodo-Turanian for Semitic, i.e., Eastern Melanochroie, 
Agade — founded bj' Shar-Ganl-SharrI (better known as Sargon 
of Akkad), also an outlander and a Rhodo-Turanian, who 
was succeeded b^' his equally famous sou^ Narain-Sin, or 
Naram-Akhu. This great line shows continuous parallels 
of patesis in Lagash, and also, towards the end, a patesi 
at Umma. It was during this era that, for political pur- 
poses, the “Uplands” became distinctively known as 
Akkad, and the southern plains as Sumer. The name 
Babylon, of course, had not yet arisen. 
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Then (still speaking in round numbers) iTom Couvi 
B. C. i-iOO to B. C. 2350, follows Ihe renowned and power- 
ful Bynasly of Ur (though not j'et “ Ur of the Chaldees ”), 
lasting for 117 or 110 years, with continuous parallels of 
paiesis in Lagash, and one at Umina. It was by this 
dynasty that the dual title, “ King of Sumer and Akkad” 
was first regularly assumed. It represented a Sumerian, 
or pei'liaps a Sumero-Melauoehroian, Le., a Turano-Semitie, 
Revival. One of its greatest monarehs was Dungi, who, 
amongst other achievements, is saitl to have subjugated 
the barbarous Kiissi of the eastern highlands. All “ Baby- 
lonia,” and more, was thus under the sway of this vigo- 
rous and enlightened line. Yet was Ur overthrown by a 
Kiissite uprising and invasion. Thi-s, however, only freed 
Elam from Sumoro-Akkadian control. It did not, at that 
time, give the Kiissi the mastery of “ Babylonia.” 

Next, from Ctmv. B. C. 2325, to B. C. 2100, we hear 
of the Di/Has(^ of [xiu in Sumer, lasting for some 22.5 
)’ears, with 2 isolated parallels — one a king of Larsa and 
Ur, the other Sumu-Ilii, king of Ur. It also was seem- 
ingly Sumero-Melanoohroian. Isbi-Ura, founder of the 
line, cpiiekly shook off the Kassites, and established his 
rule throughout the valleys, making his own city the 
capital. The dynasty appears to have undergone many 
vicissitudes, and much of its history still remains unravelled. 
According to King it possibly overlapped the commence- 
ment of the First Dynasty of Bahyton ; but he dates its 
end approximately 13. C. 2100, and lu’efers the view that 
Isin fell before the ri.se of the Babylonian Monarchy. 

This last-mentioned event, as ^ve have seen, King 
dates cir. B. C. 2050. The founder was Sumu-Abu, and 
it was about then, or jierhajis somewhat later, that the 
name Babylon (B(76-//M-“God’s Gale," or “Gate of El”) 
10 
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first appeai-s in history, replacing Tintir-Kl and Ka-Lmir- 
Sa-' Place of Life.” 

This renoAvned dynasty is said to have represented a 
“Semitic” Restoration. Here, of course, we step on to 
very r^naky ground. By " Semitic,” King and his followers 
mean Amoritie. I say that by introducing that name 
thus, what he is really telling us is that by what he calls 
“ Semitic” we must understand Rhodo-Turanian. By 
“ Semitic” I mean Eastern Melanoehroic — the Dark-Whites 
of Western Asia and parts of Arabia. 

The rock-bottom fact seems to be that about this time 
(Conv. B. C. ^OoO) the people of Babylonian Akkad were 
neither RlioiU-TurZnian nor Semitic, i.e,, Eastern Melano- 
chroiaii : but in them these two formerly distinct stocks 
had become fused into one ‘new homogeneous ethnos — ^probably 
dominantly Semitic as regards numbers, but of a kind 
very different from the old pure Eastern Melanochroi : for 
in these circumstances it is always the characteristics of 
the generally more multitudinous aborigines that prevail. 
Thus, the so-called “ Babylonian .Semites ” were a very 
special breed. 

In the time of this dynasty, especially during the 
reign of Khamraurabi, Kassite activities were very 
daring and ubiquitous — ^particularly those conducted 
by Rim-Sin, one of the brothers of Kudur-Laga- 
mar. We need be in no way surprised, therefore, when, 
in Genesis xi. 28, we read that in the ijeriod preceding 
the arrival in Haran (Rhodo-TurSnian Mitanni) of the 
Aamu community subsequently called the ‘ Z4r-Aamu,’ 
‘ .^ir-Aamu,’ Abramu, or Abramites, Ur was known as 
“ Ur of the Chaldees,” for that meant nothing more or less 
than “ Ur of the Kalda, Karda, or KasdS,” i.e., “ Ur of 
the Kassi.” 
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Meanwhile, away down in southern Sumer, in the 
“ Country of the Sea,” there had been flourishing a 
dynasty — Semitic {i.e., Eastern Melanochroie), or perhaps 
Sumerian, or possibly Sumero-Semitic, I am not sure 
which — called the Sesku Dyna»ty. It seems to have been 
founded about Conv. B. C. ISSt- by Ilnma-Ilu, a contem- 
porary of Samsu-iluna of the Vird 'Dynadi/ of Babylon, 
and to have come to an end in Conv. B. C. 15-’6 under 
Ea-gamil, who was overthrown by Ulam-Buriash of 
Elam, sou of fiurna-Buriash “ the Icing.” Ul^m-Buriash 
thereupon took possession of Ea-gamil’s kingdom. By 
thus establishing Kassite dominion in the extreme south, 
he merely revived what had previously existed there, at 
Ur, cir. Conv. B. C. 1996-1921. 

Now, whatever may be thought about the earlier of 
these ancient dynasties, it would seem that the establish- 
ment of the Bynady of Kish is regarded by our authorities 
as having been probably, and that of the Dynasty of Akkad 
as having been certainly, the result of “invasions” from 
the North-Wesl. By the majority of writers, including 
Myres, these “ invaders ” are tisually described as 
"Semites.” If they were really Semites, they must 
have been Eastern Melanoehroi. But were they ? Snl nom. 
“Western Semites,” King identifies them with the 
Amorites ! — whereby all is thrown into confusion : for the 
Amorifes W'ere not Melanoehroi, i.e., not Dark-Whites, 
but beautiful Rosy-Blonds, or Uhodochroi. 

The question is, under this ambiguous name of 
" Semites,” does Mr. King wish u.« to understand that 
Sharru-Gi and Shar-Ganl-Sharrl, for instance, and their 
followers, were Bhodochroi like the Amorites, or Eastern 
Melanoehroi like the genuine Semites ? Conder renders 
confusion even worse confounded by calling these dim old 
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celebrities “ Mongols ! ” From the mountains of Media he 
brings them as conquerors to Ur : and he even appears to 
represent Sargon of Agade as having belonged to the 
Sumerian, /.if., Turanian, race, and as having proceeded out 
of, and founded Agadtifrom, Ur! (2V/e /7^7^^Ves, pp. I et 
sfq.). To he just, however, it slionkl be stated that C'onder 
was writing thus in 1898, and that perhaps he knows 
better now. Nevertheless, he is probably still a believer in 
the doctrine that the Amorites were “Semites.” But 
what, at least in 1898, did Conder mean by the term 
“ Mongols ? ” Pure TurSnians, like tlie autochthons of 
Num-Ma (Si-Nim) and Western Asia? Or half-Turanians, 
like the Kassi ? Or quarter-TurSnians, like say the 
Hittites ? 

Hero, then, we have all these writers, save Conder, 
recognising that ShSrrvi-GT and Shar-Ganl-ShaiTl and 
their congeners had a touch of the llhodocbroic element in 
their ethnic constitution, though the way they express that 
belief is by having recouroe to their Amorite Hypothesis : 
and again we have Conder recognising that there was 
something Xanthocliroie or Tuianian — he calls it 
Mongolian — about them, and illustrating it by his 
Medo-Sumerian Hypothesis. 

For rayself, I am delighted. It is just the wrong 
direction whence, from opposite points, each of these two 
quite different line.s of opinion approaches tlie subject 
under discussion, which enables me to put -I and 2 
together, and so form a hypothesis of my own. Each of 
them by itself leads nowhere, unless it be to destruction. 
The two togetlier, however, are full of significance, and 
point to a complete unravelment of what would otherwise 
have been a hopeless tangle. 
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Shar-Ganl-Sliarri and hie followers, we know, styled 
themselves mlers of the “ dark-faced,” or " black-head ” 
people. What can we extract from this? The former 
expression excludes the supposition that the race subjected 
by the “ invaders ” were Turanians : but, on the other 
hand, “ black-heads” mi^ht very well indicate Turanians — 
■itiilens the latter were accustomed to shave their heads. 
Either renderinsr, of course, mio'ht denote Eastern 
Melanoehroi, or Semites properly so called : in which ease 
the “ invaders ” could not have been Semites too — for they 
obviously drew a distinction between tliemselves and the 
“eoncjuered,” i.o., considered themselves a /iiir race, 
superposing!,' themselves upon an at least comparatively 
tlurk race. Now, as a matter of fact, as we arc told by 
Mr. King' himself, the Snmeri.ms r/i'd shave their heads. 
Hence the .subject race referred toby the “ invaders” could 
not have been Sumerians. 

Then what about the “ invaders ” themselves ? 
Presumably a fair folk, could they — apart from all 
(piestions regarding' the Amorite.s — have been Rhodochroi, 
or partially Rhodochroic ? Was there in existence, any- 
where in the neighbourhood, but preferably in or c/a the 
North-West, any ethnos of that type from u-hom the\’ 
might have originated ? A gleam of light is shed by the 
information that they were familiar with the bear, the 
wolf, and the tiger. This again puts tlic Eastern 
Melanoehroi, or true Semite.s, out of court, and casts us 
back upon a choice between — 

(1) the Kassi, which would give Cornier some sort of 
excuse for imagining that the " invadei-s ” were Mongols, 
though, iu addition to their Tui-anian blood, the Kassi 
also came of carlv Mohiuocbroic Stock ; 
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(^) a fresh swarm of pure Tui-anians ; which, however, 
may be dismissed as very improbable ; and, 

(3) some early representatives of the partially Turanian 
partially Rhodoehroie race who %vere afterwards known in 
Upper Mesopotamia as the Rhodo-Turanian Mitannians. 

The Kassi hyiiothesis may be rejected ; as the KSssi, 
though of dirty-white, or rather r-ellowish complexion, were 
not exactly what we really mean by a /atr race, i.e., hlond, 
or qtiasi-llond . The Amorite hypothesis must also be ex- 
cluded, unhesitatingly : as that ethnos did not exhibit any 
feature of what Conder calls the Mongol type. 

If, then, Sharru-Gl and Shar-Ganl-Sharri and their fol- 
lowers w’erc neither pure Turanians from the East or 
North, nor Sumerians from Ur, nor genuine Semites in 
the sense of being Eastern Melanochroi, nor Kassi, nor 
Amorites, the^ wert probably Rhoclo-THrauiaiti from the 
reyiom of Fcihar'ina, or Rivers Country'’ {Paddan-iram, in 
the north-west. And this, in fact, is what I submit they 
were and must have been — Prof o-Medes of an ethnic type 
similar to, nay, identical with, that of the Mitannians of the 
Ib-ldth centuries B. C., but with an original country, or 
area of characterisation, much wider than Mitanni. Doubt- 
less it was their partially Rhodoehroie descent and qiiasi- 
blondness which misled Mr. King into imagining that 
they were Amorites. Similarly, it was doubtless their 
partially Turanian descent which misled Conder into 
imagining that they were “ Mongols."' The further con- 
fused idea on the part of our authorities, that these 
“ invaders ” from the north-west were also “ Semites,” 
is, I presume, due to the fact that, in the matter of the 
inhabitants of early “ Babylonia,” the orthodox scheme of 
thought has hitherto contemplated 3 and only 8 main ethnic 
tj'p®®j which even specialists cannot get out of their 
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minds — (i) the orij>'iual Turanians, represented by the Sume- 
rians, (i) the Kassi, aggressing from Elam, though it is not 
very clear utider what ethnic category tliese are placed, 
and (3) immigrant “ Semites,” for choice sweeping up 
originally in successive waves from the South, especially 
Arabia — that “eternal grandmother” of the Semitic race ! — 
and so embracing the “ Canaauite” world, ineluding appa- 
rently the Aniorites — but also eventually pressing in, as 
Amorites, or “ Western Semites,” from the Syrian side. 

It was known that strangers arrived from or via the 
north-west who wore clearly distinguishable, not only 
from the previously settled Sumerians, but also, perchance 
less clearly, from the Kassi. But nobody had ever dreamt 
of these Rhodo-Turanians, whose existence and importance 
I am now venturing to reveal. Without more ado, there- 
fore, it has been assumed that it must have been the 
“ Semitic ” immigrants, known to have been dwelling in 
the land in the days of Babylon, who thus, at an earlier 
date, came in as “ invadere.” That assumption made, 
Mr. King’s theory (or is it now a dogma ?) that they were 
Amorites, and Couder’s theory that they were “Mongols,” 
easily followed as simple extensions of the initial standpoint. 
And of course, when once a scholar of Mr. King’s calibre 
adopts a position, not onl_v the lay public but savants of all 
degrees of erudition naturally crowd round him — and, to 
dislodge them, no little strategic skill, plus very effective 
modern artillery^ and unlimited munitiou.s, are requisite. 
Can we supply these f I think so. 

Who were the " dark-faced,” “ black-headed ” people 
dwelling in northern “ Babylonia ” at the time when 
Sharru-Gl and Sbar-Ganl-Sharri arc said to have swept 
down from the north-west and subjected Agade to their 
sway ? Not Sumerians — because the Sumerians were not 
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“ dark-faced ” ■, and, as they always shaved fclioir heads, 
they could not have been indicated by the cxiiression 
“ black-heads,^’ eiiher. I submit that the people in qiies- 
tiou were the Eastern Melanoehroi, then already long 
settled in the laud, j)ei'liaps autochthons j and that it was 
they — Ihe “ invaded," not the “invaders ’’ — who w'ere the 
Semites, ij-.. Somites in the onh- true and possible sense 
of the word. 

Sharru-Gi and Shtir-(iani-SharrI and their followers are 
usually spoken of as luradtrx and conqiieroyg : but I 
venture to suggest that this view might now with advan- 
tage be reconsidered. Rather do the Dark- White Ao’ade- 
ans of that period — the epoch of the advent of the Rhodo- 
Turauians — seem to have formally invited them in at a 
time of crisis, and requested thorn to undertake the pro- 
tection, re-orgauisation, and administration of the country. 
Indeed, my suggestion is that the Agadeans of that day 
wore not only Eastern Melanoehroi, and in that view- 
Semites, but were also none other than those “ black- 
headed ones " \\ ho are mentioned in line {Ji of the 'Cnh/ef 
of the liflij-uiie Nnmes, as quoted by I’inches at p. 43 of 
The Reliijioti of Babylonia, and Aesyria (Religions Ancient 
and Modern), 1906. 

It is said that in the founding of the First Jjynosty 
of Babylon, and the rise of Babylon itself, we see a revival 
of “ Semitic ’’ power and culture. And so, no doubt, we 
do ; but not in the sense meant by Pinches and the other 
authorities. It was no longer even the same old Semi- 
tisin in my souse of the word, i.e., no longer the power and 
culture, a.loue, of the original old Eastern Alelanochroi. 
There had been a tremendous metamorjihosis. After the 
first Rhodo-Turanian Intervention — say under Sharru-Gl, 
or perhaps even his shadowy predecessors— a long interval 
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probably elapsed before any racial fusion took place, 
feelings of race-pride doubtless inducing the fair-skinned 
super-men to keep themselves separate as an ethnos for as 
long aslhey could from the Dark-Whites over whom they had 
thus come to bear rule. Eventually, however, such a fusion 
was a fact : so that, let us say not longafter the establishment 
of tlie First. Byunsty of Babylon, ch\ B.C. 2050, the country 
as a whole must have been peopled somewhat as follows — 
(1) In Sumer, or the South, by a mixed populace of 
Sumerians, or aboriginal Turanians, and downward-trended 
(or sea-arrived) Eastern Melanoehroi, or Semites, and (2) 
in Akkad, or the North, by a mixed populace of Eastern 
Melanoehroi, or Semites (the "black-headed ones ” of the 
above-cited Tablet), and fair-skinned Rhodo-Ttiranians 
We may even assume that, just as the Normans were 
practically absorbed by the Britons and Anglo-Saxons, and 
so produced the English type, so here the Rhodo-TurSnian 
element practically disappeared amongst, while at the same 
time it modified, the more multitudinous Eastern Melano- 
cliroie, or Semitic, population — thus producing the 
“ Babylonian Semitic Type " of the period when Babylon 
was founded, which just then became dominant throughout 
the land and so remained for a time. This is the ethnic 
type which our authorities, without knowing its true 
composition, have always hitherto regarded as “ the Semitic 
type,” and equated with the Amoritic stock. 

Moreover, we must not forget that Num-ma, or 
Si-nim, the “Country of the' Wolf,” afterwards, under the 
name of E-i-liim, or Eil-am known as the "Highlands,” 
then inhabited by that powerful but essentially barbarous 
Tui’ano-Melanocbroic race, the Kassi, was close by, and 
that a considerable strain of this wild and debased blood 
entered into the ethnic constitution of the country, both 

11 
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in the north and in the south — indeed; in Sumer perhaps 
more noticeably than in Akkad. Particularly must this 
have been the ease in the days of the Kassite Supremacy, 
say in and after the 16th century B.C. Chaldsea was 
essentially Kassite. In view of all the foregoing considera- 
tions, it is a question whether the later derivative Assyrians 
— usually credited with an Arabo-“ Semitic ” origin, in 
the old sense of “ Semitic” — were not ethnically more akin 
to the Rhodo-Turanians than to the Eastern Melanochroi, 
but with a very strong dash of Kassite blood. Before we 
can come to any satisfactory conclusion on this head, we 
shall probably require further data. My inclination, 
however, is to regard them now in this light. 

According to Mr. King, Sumer was the principal source 
of Babylonian Civilisation. The literature of Babylonia and 
Assyria, he says, is based almost throughout on Sumerian 
originals : and the ancient ritual of the Sumerian cults 
survived in the later temples of both countries. But, by 
“ Sumerian civilisation,” Mr. King naturally (at least so 
I suppose) means the civilisation preceding what he calls 
“ Semitic ” civilisation. Hence, if the latter was not 
“ Semitic ” at all, but Bhodo-Tui-Snian, it was as a matter 
of fact preceded by Semitic Civilisation in my sense of the 
term. Thus, the basis of Babylonian Civilisation would 
seem to have been really Semitic in this sense, not 
Sumerian. I do not, however, here wish to be under- 
stood as saying that Sumerian Civilisation proper was not 
the local predecessor of Eastern Melanochroian, -i.e., true 
Semitic, Civilisation, or even thnt the latter had nothing 
in it of the former. On the contrary, it was full of it. I 
only say that, from the standpoint of cultural dominance, 
general influence, and power, the Age immediately preceding 
Babylon can only be described as a Semitic age (in my 
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seuse of the word Semitic), not as a Sainerian age. 
Particularly must this have been so in early Agade. Also, 
it must be remembered, as regai-ds the question. Which 
were locally older, the Sumerians, or the Eastern Melano- 
chroi ? — we have decided to leave it open for the present. 
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In a previous Lecture we essayed to follow the main 
stream of Eosy-Blond migration from Mediteri’anean 
Rhodocbroia, which flowed out eastward, say about B.C. 
9000. That is an entirely fanciful and arbitrary date ; 
but it will serve present purposes well enough. We saw 
that that main stream bifurcated — one branch settling 
down in north Syria as the Amorites of Yadai, the other 
crossing the Euphrates, and, iettling down amongst and 
amalgamating with the autochthonous Turanians, even- 
tually giving birth to the sub-stock whom I call the 
Rhodo-Turanians of Western Asia. And there, for a 
moment, we stopped, in order to glance, as it were en route, 
at the subject of “ Babylonian” origins and developments. 
Let us now return to our eastward-bound flood of migrant 
Rosy-Blonds. 

We have seen that it was out of Bhodo-Turania (as 
we may call it) that those famous re-organisers of the 
remote old Tigris-Euphrates Valley’s country issued — 
Sharru-Gi and Shar-Ganl-Sharri and their followers. We 
also noticed incidentally that eventually, say in the lo-14th 
centuries B.C., Rhodo-Turania (the Paddan-Aram and 
Home-land of Abraham, Isaac, and Jacob ; probably the 
dominions of Tidal King of Nations; and probably also 
the realm over which Kushan-rishathaim held sway) was 
represented by the country known to the Romiu as 
Mitanni. 

We are now confronted with a very curious situation, the 
correct understanding of which will not only reveal to us 
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how very mnddled are the fixed ideas o£ conveutional 
scholarship in this particular connection, but will also 
clear away some of the dimness on our own glasses. 

Breasted speaks of the Mitannians as “ Warriors of 
Iran,” and as “ Iranians ” of “ Aryan race.” They were 
neither the one nor the other. To have been " Iranians ” 
they must have been AirySnians ; and this they were not. 
As for the “ Aryan race,” there was no such entity, ex- 
cept in the very special and limited sense attaching to the 
Aryas of Zarah-Lake Land (Seistan). Hence, for the 
Mitannians to have been of “ Aryan race,” they must have 
been Aryas ; and this too they were not. Who, then, were 
the Airyanians ? And who were the Aryas ? As for the name 
“ Airyanians,” the explanation is simple. Like Nura-Ma, 
Si-Nim, and E-i-lara, it means “ Highlands.” Num-Ma 
and Si-Nim literally mean " Wolf-Country ” — the former 
in Sumerian or Akkadian, the latter in Hittite. These 
regions, for the most part wilderness-country, but also 
in part mountainous, were originally the haunts of the 
Kassi. Later on, however, they — as also E-i-lam, another 
home-land of the Kassi — accpiired the secondary meaning 
of “ Highlands.” In Kassite, as in ancient Romic and 
other ancient languages, I and r were interchangeable. 
Hence, E-i-i-am, or E-i-i'au= A-i-ram or A-i-ran, was really 
nothing but a form of Elam. But, as the I in Elam was 
apparently liquid (e.y. Elyaiii), E-i-rain, or E-i-riin, be- 
came E-i-ryam, or E-i-ryan : hence Airyan. So much, 
then, for the name. Now for the people. 

Airyania (later Bakbdhi and Sogdiana country) was 
nothing but the last phase of the age-long and momentous 
progress, ever eastward, of those migrating Rhodocliroi from 
whom, as we have just seen, had sprung at an earlier 
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epoeli the Rliodo-Turaaians of Westeru Asia. Being the 
main-stock from whicli branch-communities were thus from 
time to time thrown off, we may assume that these migrant 
Bhodochroi had more or less retained, not only their ori- 
ginal Mediterranean traditions, legends, and culture, but 
also the purity of their blood. That is, they practically 
remained Rosy-Blonds. 

In this last stage of their wanderings we see them 
settled, not only, at first, in the regions just mentioned — 
which it will now be convenient to call by their eventual 
name Airyavo-Vaeja, or the “ Airyanian Homeland ” — 
but later on, though under a slightly changed name, also 
in the country round about Lake Zarah, and in Sapta- 
Sindhavah, or the “ Land of the Seven Rivers,” though I 
do not think it was they who gave this latter its name. 
More definitely, Zarah-land (long afterwards Zarah-Angia, 
or Zrangia, corrupted into Drangia) is identifiable with old 
Sakhesaui Sakaslna, or SagAestm, i.e., modern Seistan ; and 
Sapta-Sindhavah was an early name for the country now 
known to us as the Pafijab, or Land of the Five 
Rivers.” In Avestau times, amongst Avestan speakers, 
the name Sapta-Sindhavah existed in the form Hapta- 
Hendu — supposed to be a later, but in reality, as I now 
suggest, the older form. Indeed, it seems highly probable, 
if not certain, that in this old “ H ” form, and apart perhaps 
from the number of the streams, the name “ Rivers Land ” 
was long known in and associated with some particular 
region of Aiiyavo-Vaeja, and this le/ore the migration 
of a portion of the community to, and their settlement in, 
the Indus Valley. Fur instance, there seems little doubt 
that the Zarah- Lake country once went by that name. 
Nay, so full of river-systems appears to have been all that 
part of the world, that it is by no means impossible that 
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Airyavo-Vaeja itself was once familiarly so styled — not 
indeed by the Airyaniaiis or the Aryas, but by another 
group of peoples who eventually, in popular belief, though 
not in fact, got mixed up and identified with the Aryas. 
Thus, whatever its precise form, “ Rivers-Land,” “ Land 
of the 7 Rivers,” or “ Land of the 5 Rivers,” may in reality 
from a very early date have been, as it certainly became 
later, a distinctively territorial but movable and national 
designation — one, in short, by which we can trace the 
migrations of portions at least of the original ethnos, and 
at the same time identify the unmoved main>stock. 

First, then, we find these pure Rhodoehroi, or Rosy- 
Blouds, settled in Airyavo-Vaeja. Secondly — but whether 
as the result of religious or political schisms, expanding 
population, or other economic difficnlties, nobody jiow 
knows-!— we find a large body of these same Rosy- Blonds 
(here known as the or svU^am Aryas) dwelling in the 
Zarah-Lake country. But they are also diffused even 
further afield. By way of overHow some of them have 
wandered off east, and may be seen settled in the 
territories watered by the upper tributaries of the 
Indus — ^their manners, eivstoms, and beliefs, in some 
respects, apjjeariiig rather unaccountably to have revert- 
ed to more primitive but not unbeautiful or undigni- 
fied types. Finally — some indefinite time after but not 
very long after B.C. 1151 — we behold the Aryas altoge- 
ther abandoning the Zarah-Lake countrj', and transferring 
themselves bodily to the new eastern settlements. Ancient 
Romic records, in my belief, throw a brilliant (iash-light 
into the obscurity that has hitherto palled these interest- 
ing race-movements. What was it that induced or 
compelled the Aryas thus to abandon Zarah-Lake Land ? 
Briefly the exjdanation is as follows. 
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Early in the reign of Rameses III trenaendous ' distur- 
bances in the Levant and especially in that part of noithern 
Syria which was then known as NSharin, or “The Rivers 
Countrj' ” (mark this name), had violently uprooted and 
expelled from their homes divers ethnoi, amongst them 
having been the Yadai Amorites. For some unexplained 
reason these expatriated peoples plunged off eastwai-d, 
eventually halting on the confines of Airyavo-Vaeja and 
Zarah-Lake Land. Strange to say, accompanying them was 
a very powerful body cf PulMathh, or Puva-Satiu (“ People 
of Pula, or Pura the nation who had been the head 
and front of the then recent assault on Khem. When 
these scattered ethnoi arrived in AiryBn, they were found 
to consist of 5 distinct races, called respectively the 
Purus, or Puravas, the Yadus, or Yadavas, the Turvasas, 
the Anus, and the Druhyus. It is an enthralling subject ; 
but here I cannot go into it as I would. Suffice it 
to say that in the Purus we see the Philistines, and in 
the Yadus the Yadai Amorites. Now, the country from 
which these ethnoi had fled so precipitately was known as 
“The Rivers' Land.” This name therefore they brought 
with them — and hence it is that, in lands that afterwards 
became Avestan, we find such names as Hapta-Hendu, 
Harah-Vaiti, Zarah, and so forth. Hence also, later on and 
further east, we find the same names in another dialect — 
e.g., Sapta-Sindhavah, Sarasvati (there are at least 4 known 
Sarasvatis), Sarayu, and the like. I must make you a 
present of these data and suggestions. You will, I am sure, 
be deeply interested in them. I can but trust that they 
will prove a quarry into which those of you who engage in 
original research will dig with ever increasing enthusiasm. 

To revert. Our present task is to ascertain who and 
what the Medes and the Persians really were. From 
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an ethnic point of view neither the one nor the other 
had anything whatever to do with either the Airyanians 
of Airyavo-VaOja or the Aryas of Zai-ah-Late Land: 
though in text-books and other works, authoritative and 
otherwise, nothing is commoner than the statement that, 
issuing from somewhere in northern Tnran, first the 
Aryas (or, as the name is so often incorrectly rendered, 
the “Aryans'’), and then the Iranians poured into 
Iran, the latter coming in two streams which flowed east 
and west of the Karmanian desert. Those that went 
east settled, it is said, in Sogdiana, Bactria, Karmania, 
Margiana, and Aria, driving out their predecessors, the 
“Aryans," who migrated into India. The Western Ira- 
nians again, in turn, are stated to have branched off into 
two streams of their own: or rather, they consisted of 
two groups, one of which — the Persians — arrived before 
the other, the Medes, “ from whom," we are told, “ the 
Indo-Germanie settlers in Phrygia and Armenia may 
have been offshoots” {Bactria, by H. G. Rawlinson, p. 19, 
note). All this is elaborate moonshine. The Medes and 
the Persians came of very different race-stocks — the 
former having been Turano-RhoJochroi, or Rhodo-Tura- 
nians, the latter Tnrano-Melanochroi, or IMelano-Tura- 
uians, in other words of inferior, because of Kassite, 
descent. Both of them having been of mixed origin, 
neither ethnos was Aiiyanian, and neither was Aryan — 
both Air\ anians and Aryas having been llosy-Blond.s of 
practically nndilnled Rhodoehroie stock. - Of the two 
the Medes were the superior race, for, though half Tura- 
nian, the other half was Rhodoehroie. The Persians bad 
no Uhodoehroie strain w'hatever in them, that part of 
them which was not Turanian having been merely 
Melanochroic. 

12 
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The direct ancestors of the Medes were the Mitannians, 
whom — or at least the dominant elements in whom — we 
may therefore regard as a species of Proto- Medes. We 
cannot call them Proto-Airyanians. Only on one side 
of their ancestry — ^the Rhodochroic side — were they related, 
as well to such of the Blond races as were still nourishing 
or languishing in Europe, as to the Airyanian and Aryan 
communities then settling, or perhaps already long 
settled, in and bey'ond Airyavo-Vaeja. But, on the other 
side of their ancestry, they had relationships with a world, 
not only utterly foreign to Rhodochroic Europe, but also 
the very antithesis of Rhodochroic Airyan — i.e., Tuvan. 
The effect of this dual lineage — apart from presenting 
them with a reniarkably fine physique — ^by blending the 
mobility of the West with the inertia of the East — was 
to reveal them as a characteristically dreamy, poetical, 
and good-natured, almost childish race, lazy and unprac- 
tical, but full of marvellous latent qualities of a high 
order, and therefore essentially culturable, and ca2:)able 
at times of astounding displays of tremendous but 
transient energy, yet ever liable to national and even 
individual collapse. 

Probably — at least amongst the Proto-Mitannians — 
there were really two classes of people: (1) a dominant 
Rhodo-Turanian community, s^veaking a language which 
was Rhodochroian as long as the migrant Rosy-Blonds 
remained in the land, but which afterwards, when these 
had passed on further east, developed an increasing 
tendency to conform to the mother-tongue (local Tura- 
nian), i.e., a community to which the kings and chiefs 
with so-called “ Iranian ” names belonged ; and (2) a 
humbler, not jnecessarily subject, “ Mongolie ’’-speaking 
population of more or less pure Turanian blood and 
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affinities, who, of course, might more properly be described 
as the sons and daughters of the soil. 

The Medes 

During the reign of Amenliotep III (Conv. B.C. 
1372-13-41), Mitanni was still au important State, enjoy- 
ing friendly intercourse with Kheni. 

But, following hard upon the collapse of the latter’s 
Syrian Empire in the reign of Amenhotep IV (Akli-en- 
aten, Conv. B.C. 1341-13i5), disaster overtook it, 
(apparently from the Hittites), and, as a political entity, it 
vanished from the stage of history. IVhat, then, became 
of the Mitannians as an ethnos ? 

The suggestion that we meet with their remnants in 
the petty little commuuity of the Mannai (Minni) dwelling 
just south of Van aud Uruml\eh in say B. C. 734, may 
be put aside. The Mitannians were themselves a eon- 
siderable people, aud at one time sustained an important 
role \ but they seem to have been only the more highly 
organised, cultured, and concentrated nucleus of an 
original stock (the Rhodo-Turanians) that in their day 
extended considerably beyond the limits of Mitanni proper. 
Rather must we conclude that, some time probably in the 
13-I2tb centuries B. C., they retired eastward into the 
territories lying on the other side of tlie Zagros Range, 
and there initiated, or at least largely contributed to, the 
evolution of the Medic name. 

In late Assyrian days — say B. C. 705-666 — and during 
the period of the early Medic Ka,is there were, we are 
told, 3 different kinds of Medes or Madai — (1) the iShtr- 
Madai (Sarmatians), or “Northern Medes,” (2) the Maddi- 
Aribi, or “ Nomadic Medes,” and (3) the Distant Medes of 
the Risinrf Sun. 
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The first-named, who represented the bulk of the 
population of historical Media (dating from say the 8th 
century B. C.), and who acquired wdiatever civilisation 
they possessed from the Sakhs or Saghs of Airyan (Asha- 
land), including a modified form of the Sakhian Language 
— ^for, with the downfall of Mitanni and the expatriation 
of its ethnos, all concrete expressions of refinement and 
much of their abstract culture had been lost — subsequently 
turned up along the valley of the Lower Volga as the 
Sanro-Malai, or Sarmaiae, the well-kno\vn ancestors of the 
fair, nou-Broadhead division of the Slavs (“ Renowned 
ones'’) — barbai-ians, as is so commonly thought, but 
once civilised and cultured though unbalanced communities 
who, by stroke after stroke of adversity, bad been thrown 
back into conditions of loosely organised and almost 
primitive existence. 

As for the MUdai Aridl, no one seems to know who 
they were. “ Wanderers ” they' were, of course, and possibly 
wandering Medes of a very Turanian type — some cross, say, 
between the Northern-Medes and those barbarous “Wolf- 
Tribes,” the Tokh, Dahyus, Dahae, or Ta-hia, of Tiiian ; 
or — though I hardly think this likely — between the Avesto- 
Airyanians and these Kassitic denizens of the wilds. A 
more attractive hypothesis is that they were the Manda, 
or “Nomads,” dwelling along the banks of tlie river Zah — 
whence the cognomen Zabmaiids, or Sabmands. But who 
really %vere these mysterious Sabmands ? It has been said 
that Medic history has hitherto been misunderstood — Medic 
monai'chs having been confused with Mandie chiefs, owing 
to the fact that the names of their respective capitals, nay, 
their own names, and even the oixler in which moiiarch.s 
on one side and chiefs on the other appear as having 
reigned and niled respectively, happened to be identical 
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Elather too tall an order for my credence. I find an 
insuperable difficulty in swallowing this double-barrelled 
theory of city names and dynastic lines. ^<^ay, yet a 
further tangle is possible, by reason of the suspieion that 
one or other of these two comjieting groups was ruled by 
military adventurers who were of Airyiinian, if not of 
Saghian, blood. Into all that, however, I do not enter here. 

There remain the so-calleil Distant JHedfs of the Rising 
obviously a community dwelling still further east. 
In truth there was nothing Medic about them at all ; for 
they were none other than tlie main-stock of the migrant 
Rosy-Blonds from Rhodoehroia, finally settled in the 
regions afterwards known as Rakhdhi and Sogdiana, and 
to us moderns as Bukhara as the Airyauians of Airyavo- 
Vaeja — the ethnic trunk from whom the Aryas in due 
course branched off. In short, they were the only genuine 
“Iranians,” on:e speakers of the original Bhodochroian 
dialect that they had brought with them from the 
Mediterranean, but eventually the fashioners of Avestan. 


The Persians 

Speaking of what he calls “ the Persian and Indian 
groups” of the “Aryan” linguistic family', but swilching 
off to an apparently ethnological envisagement of the 
latter, Professor E. J. Rapson refers to the Persian grou]) 
(seemingly equating it with H. G. Rawlinson’s Persians 
and Medes) as the ancestors of “the Persians of the 
Avesta” {Ancient India, 1914, p. 3C). “ Persians of the 
Avesta ” ! — i.e., suggesting that the A vestan-sjieaking Airya- 
nians of Airyavo-Vaeja were Persians ! In this, like Rawlin- 
son, Rapson is but treading piously and punctiliously in 
the well-worn foot-prints of a long line of innocently but 



94 


THE PAST TJNYEILED 


primly orthodox writers, all complacenth’' convinced that 
they and they alone are of “ the old religion,” “ the true 
faith.” And to-day, I suppose, the expert critic does not 
exist who, because mentally and educationally orientated 
in precisely the same way, would not rise u]} and salute 
Rapson for his delicately accurate scholarshi]) in this con- 
nection. Well, in this particular matter I am content to 
be, and to be called, a “ Black Protestant.” To suggest that 
the Vedic Aiyas and the Persians were ethnically identical, 
is superstitious balderdash. To call the Airyanians (or, if on 
like, the Iranians) Peroiaus, or the Persians Air\ aiiians, is 
equally nonsensical. Endless and ever-increasing is the con- 
fusion that it creates — seeing that, ethnically and in every 
other respect, even chronologically, the supposed Artaioi, i.a., 
the Persians before say tire 2nd century B.C., were a race 
altogether different and separate from the original Air- 
yaiiians. The meaning of — ^frequently equated with 

Jnoi, as signifying “ Hcmourable,” or “ Noble,” thougli it 
signified nothing of the sort — ^is really beyond discussion, 
being simjily Asba-ites. As such, the name is no indica- 
tion whatever of there having ever been any mutual ethnic 
affinities between the old Air^avd-Daughavd, or " Aiiyanian 
People,” of Airyavo-Vaeja, and the Barsiia or Parma, Dahne, 
and other Anshanis of ancient Persia — all for the most 
part Tokh-deseended, or otherwise of barbarous Kassite 
stock. 

Rather, indeed, does it bring into clearer and more pro- 
minent relief the fact just stated, that the ancient Persians 
were }wt Airyanians. The idea that they were, is one of those 
fixed delusions of which modern thought, even in scholarly 
circles, is chock full, though complacently unaware of the 
fact. Nay, so colossal and wide-spread is this reversed 
learning, this prescriptively retained wrong-headedness, that 
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the prospect of even scholars ever being brought to a 
realisation of it, would seem to be as hopeless as that of get- 
ting some people in our own midst to realise that the Priisso- 
Germans are not amiable injured innocents who must be 
re-admitted to the comity of cultured nations as speedily 
as possible. I am speaking with a full recognition of the 
assumption generally made that, as a people, the ancient 
Persians bore this name of Artaioi. But did they bear it ? 
I submit they never did. They were not the Asluivo-Dan- 
ghavo, or “ People of Asha.” The 3 ’ wore not even Asha- 
ites. Throughout their career, as originally Kephenians 
and the descendants of Kephenians (just as were the 
inhabitants of Kush in Africa), they were what the real 
Ashavo-Dangliavo, or Saghs of Ashaiand, and the real 
Airyavo-Danghavo, or Airyanians of old Airy avo- Vac ja, 
would doubtless have called “ Heathen,” i.f., worshippers 
of the ^un, the Moon, and the forces of Nature {llcml. 
I, 0 . 131). The truth seems to be that it was their Kings, 
the Akhaimenidai, who, claiming proudly to have been 
Airyauian, but more probably having really been of Mt'dic, 
possibly of Saghian, or again possibly even of Sabmandic 
stock, assumed ihe name Aslia-ites when they {not their 
peojjle) adopted from the Airyanians, or the Saghs, or 
perchance from both, the Religion of Asha. 

Thus we see that Eastern Race-Origins and Develop- 
ments were just the verg reverse of what eouventionallg 
they have always hitherto been, ami still are, thought to be. 
From the beginning, so far as we can reasonably trace it, the 
mighty forces of evoliitiouarv life have streamed majestically 
eastward from the IFest, not the other way about, as we have 
heretofore been taught to believe. Now, too, we can 
appreciate the eom])re!iensive absurdit}' of such a passage 
as this from the eloquent lips of Mrs. Annie Besant — 
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“ We are all of one great root-race, the Aryan, whether 
you take the first sub-i-ace in India ; or the second along 
the basin of the Mediteri-anean in the ancient days j or 
the third in ancient Persia ; or the fouvtli giving birth to 
the ancient Greeks and the Bomans, and then spreading 
westwards through Spain, Pi'anee, Britain, up to the north 
of Scotland and then across to Ireland, the mighty Keltic 
sub-raee ; or the fifth, Teutonic, now peopling Germany, 
Britain, America, and their offshoots” (Gnoted in The Coiiih/j 
of the World Teacher, 1917, by M.E. llocke, M.D., p. 2.‘5). 

How, from the races and civilisations thus arising in 
Western and Central Asia, ethnic and cultural streams 
poured from time to time into India and even into those 
extreme eastern regions of the Tnvanian World which 
eventually became known as Kathay and China — these are 
subjects each of which would recpiire a volume to itself. 
Suffice it here to say, as regards China (the ani or Ina of 
CIm, or Chai, “ Tea” ?), that under its older and poetical 
name, Kathay or Cathay, ite ethnical modifications and 
cultural peculiarities are to a great extent traceable to 
Hittite sources ; and, as regards India, that the truth 
concerning the iaflueuce upon her ethnical and cultural 
developments of immigrant streams of practic vlly llhodo- 
chroic and culturally dominant Saghs, and Kassi-deseended 
and therefore barb irons Tokharas (Tiishaias), or Kuslians, 
has still to be written. 

All the foregoing, then being the true story — from 
the standpoint af ethnic origins, movements, and develop- 
ments — of how the East, as known to us, came into 
existence, we have now to recognise that at last there 
came a time, nr rather times, when vast bodies of tlie 
new race-stocks which had tliu.s sprung up, or ratlier slowly 
polarised into conscious ethnic individuations, in the East, 



LECTUEE VI 


97 


one after another, and finally in one treinendons flood, 
found their way back again into that same old Euroiie 
whence tlicir progenitors on the Elioilochroic side had 
originally issued in the dim, remote, practically forgotten 
past. The final wcstwai-d rush (resolutely and consistently 
ignored, if not suppressed, by all or most of our 
“authorities”) may be roughly dated from the close of 
the 2nd century 13. C. onwards indefinitely till the opening 
of the Christian Era. Then and thenceforward the 
Ayest presents itself a.s a vei'itablo “ Wilderness of 
Nations,” ever restless, and fiei-ccly battling for existence — 
in short, the beginnings of Modern Europe. 

The first ethnic flood to sweej) west were the double- 
branched Kimmeriaus (67'///m7/), ipiiekly followed by the 
Sakh-Geloths of Sakhland in Arardhu, who settled first in 
in the Sercth country (Biikhovliifi), and there became known 
to the Ionian Groehs as the Skdiotoi, or Skiithai, though 
later they transferred their seat to Kiel? (old Asgard), 
where, just before the J st century E.C., they were joined 
by the Sighs from Ashiiland (Central Asia), fhen called 
the A.is)Mvd-J)uiiyhavu, or “ Peoi)le of Ashii ” — whence the 
change of name from Skdlots to Asen. Then, ahoul the 
time of the rise of Persia, t.e , soon alter Conv. 13.C. .0-19, 
the Northern-Medes abandoned Asia, arriving in Southern 
Russia as the Sui'roinalui, ancestors of the fair, uon- 
Broadhead Slavs. Next followed the " Wanderci-s of 
Mas,” who passed across Europe as the Getai, c/V. the 
G-I-tli centuries B.C., and develoiied into the Goths. In 
the -1th century B.C. Ale.xauder the Great concpiered the 
East, ineidcnlally scattering the various Saghian commu- 
nities, one of which (the Sughfuls, who gave their name fo 
Sogdiana) went off to Kan-suh. Then came the rise of 
Greek Biictria (Bakhdlii) and of Parthia, the llelhmising 

].‘5 
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of the Airyanians of B^triana, their overthrow by the 
Kassi-descended Tokharl (“ Dominant Tokhs ”), the return 
and ascendancy of the Siigluids under the new name of 
Yu-Chij or Yii-Ti (a form of Sug/mls, or Sugdai, or Sliiilfnii), 
and then the General Exodus from Central Asia into 
Europe of Siighhds or Yii-Ti, and other Saghs, Piirthians, 
Airyanians, and clouds of accompanying, Kassi-cleseencled 
Dahae and Germanioi. 

It will be apparent that throughout this period of 
migration back to the West, and for some time before 
it began, ethnically and culturally the dominant race, 
the super-men of their age, were the ethnoi, or rather 
ethnos, variously called, Sakhi, Sakh-Geluths, Skuthai, 
Skdlots, Sakhs, Sakas, Saghs, Sagetai, Sugliilds, Yii-Ti, 
People of Asha, and Aseii. 

Who were they ? This I have already elaborately ex- 
plained in European anti Other liuce-Originn. It was, in 
fact, an outstanding feature of that work : but, for some 
reason or other known only to themselves, those who 
essayed to criticise that book made no reference wliatever 
to this aspect of the argument. Some further enlighten- 
ment on the subject of the identity of the Super-race 
just referred to will now be found in Book II of my 
present work, which solely relates to Hebrew, Israelitish 
and Jewish Origins, and that along lines which 
will possibly cause a considerable llulter amongst 
the dove-cotes in literary, religious, and perhaps even 
other circles. In a future Lectuie I shall very briefly 
sketch out the results of my investigations in that 
particular field of enquiry ; hut iu the meantime it is 
nceessaiy to invite your attention to the subject of Romic or 
Ancient Egyptian, ethnic and cultural origins and develoji- 
rnents. This, however, will require a Lecture to itself. 
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Early in this course of Lectures, it will bo remem- 
bered, I spoke of the Great Central Zone, extending from 
the Pyrenees and Atlas in the West to Western Asia and 
parts of Arabia in the East, the central portion embra- 
cing not only considerable areas in Southern Europe, but 
also wide-spread regions in Northern Africa. You will 
also remember that its inhabitants were the Melanoehroi, 
or Dark- Whites — one of the three main raec-stccks of the 
world, regaixled as comprising Europe, Africa, Asia, and 
Arabia. Centred probably in the regions now covered 
by the iEguan Sea, their Civilisation was the oldest 
of which any usable information has reached ms, and, in 
that glorious collection of nebulous but effulgent memories 
which wo call Mytholog}', it is chiefly associated with the 
hoary old names of Ovparo'^ K^jo'rot, and the like. 
Then — though still in days which to us are labnlously 
ancient — followed the loftier and more progressive Civili- 
sation of the Ilhodochroi, aKosy-Blond race-stock whoso 
glories in Mythological records arc [lersonified in the glit- 
tering and majestic name of ZEUS — ajicople and a Civilisa- 
tion tluit superposed themselves ujioii and imnii.ved them- 
selves with tho.se of the Ouraiiian Age, and in so doing 
transfused and transmuted themselves and their jircdeees- 
sors into a higher unity which immea,surably transeended 
both, if regarded separately. As I pointed out, we have no 
“ proof ” of this, in the /M/vf-headcil, ]ihilistiiiio sen.se 
implied in the strident demands of some would-bo “ scien- 
tific expert-critics ’’ : but, in our world of ethnic azid cul- 
tural development, we have countless phenomena which 
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could not have come into existence without some jireccdent 
causes, and which must have had some such causes as those 
which we have just been reviewing. Nay, we have world- 
traditions regaining the actual existence o£ such old-time 
ethnoi and civilisations. Besides, as Blake says, 

** Ko's a blockhead who wanta a proof of whab he cati't perceive, 

And hc*s a fool who tries to make such a blucklicnd believe.” 

At last, however, as w'e know — after a long period of 
dazzling mamomiinra, pmlai/a, as was perhaps inevitable, 
set in, and Rhodoehroia too passed away. But, as every- 
where and at all times throughout the universe, what had 
died and vanished was only a specific form funo.tioning 
within specific local and other limits. Abounding and 
glorious as ever, tlie life that had once expressed itself in 
Me’anoehroia, and subsequently in Rhodoehroia, was now 
ensouling other forms and carrying on its activities in 
other spheres. Some of these I have endeavoured to 
trace and to describe. One area remains to be dealt with — 
the mj'sterious, wonderful, and fascinating home-land of 
the Dwellci's on the Nile. 

It is usually styled Ancient Egypt, and its inhabitants 
are commonly called the Ancient Egyptians. Tliese are 
misnomers. The real name of the country wivs Khem {(f. 
Sanskrit Ks/iaw, and Greek Earth, Land, Soil). 

Sometimes, perhaps poetically, it was called Tomeri. The 
people called themselves Romiu, which means simply but 
proud]3’^ “Men,” Another conventional name for the Romiu 
is Mesra^’im. This too is a misnomer : but for the moment 
I say no more on that pai-ticular head. As regards the name 
Egypt, it is comparatively modern. Originally it was 
confined to the Delta, especially its eastern riid. The etymon 
from which it was derived, and of which it was a Hellenised 
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coiTuption, was Ai-Keft, signif 3 'ing “ The Remnant of 
the Country of Keft,” and it was brought into the Delta 
in the da\'s of tlie gri'at Ass^'rian Scare (9-8th century 
B.C.) by certain Ephraimites and Manassites who in a 
panic abandoned Northern Palestine, then known vaguely 
as Ai-Keft, because ever since B.C. 1151 or thereabouts 
it had passed more or less complete!)' under the dominance 
of the Philistines. 

Geogi-aphically, Khem was more or less isolated. Her 
ethnic origins and cultural developments were rooted in 
the remote old Melanochroian Age : but even of that they 
were a special and localised expression. That Age closed, 
but Khem and her peculiar civilisation lived on. Then 
came the Rhodocliroian Age. Of this, too, she witnessed 
the rise, the culmination, and the passing away. In fact, 
she survived right up to the 6th century B.C. — her etiinic 
constitution showing traces of all the varied modilications 
to which it had been subjected from age to ago, and the 
successive stages of her culfui'al developments, from as 
far back as her cloudy’ old Melanochioian beginnings, 
showing through tiio final asjTcct of her civilisation, much 
as faint traces of ancient aiul well-nigh forgotten writings 
can be discerned lurking bencalh the more modern charac- 
ters inserilred on a palim2’^®sf- 

If, for the moment, we discard the terms “Semitic” 
and “ Hamitic,” and recognise I hat tlie peoples and lan- 
guages so called were, like thc.se of southern Eurojte from 
the Pj’renecs eastward, increh' j)articular ilovolopments, 
in different geograpliic.d .areas and in different .ages, of 
one prncLleaUij lioMogcneonif Melanochroie ll'nrfil which from 
times inconceivably remote had been associateil with the 
Great Central Zone, all difficulties in regard to the lingu- 
istic relations sinjjiosed to subsist between Westeiai Asia 
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and Arabia on the one part and all Khem and certain 
adjacent regions oO Africa on the other part, will, I think, 
subside, or at least weaken : for the rest may be summed 
up in the idea of special and local developments, here rapid 
and complex, there slow, sleep}', and simple, in the course 
of subsequent evolution — developments which, as it hap- 
j)ens, have since been associated with what are now 
historically known as the Semitic, the Hamitic, and the 
Pelasgian worlds. 

Prior to the advent of the D-l6 worshipping Rhodo- 
chroi in the Mediterranean World, all northern Africa, 
including the valley and delta of the Nile, was Melano- 
chroie — ethnically and in regard to speech and other 
expressions of civilisation. For instance, they were all 
El worshij)pcrs, in some form or other of that divine name, 
whether Al, or La, or Ra. There was then probably not 
very much essential difference between the language spoken 
nox'th of the Mediterranean by the Melanochroi of Europe, 
and that s[)oken south of the Great Sea by the Melanochroi 
of Africa. So too there was probably as little essential 
dilference between the language of the Melanochroi dwell- 
ing in Khem, or the rest of northern Africa to the west, 
and that of the Melanochroi dwelling say on the banks 
of the Tigris and Euphrates, in Syria, or in northern 
Arabia : save, perhaps, that in Arabia, and even in Syria, 
and ])Ossibly also in those western parts of northern Africa 
which eventually became specially Libj-an, it had no! 
Heed so inlenseh) as it had done in the other centres 
(Khem and “ Babylonia ” — I say nothing of early Pelas- 
gian Europe), and therefore exhibited what seemed and 
seem to be more primitive, i.e., less complex, forms. 

Ethnically, too, the inhabitants of all these regions, 
at least originally, w'ere probably very much alike — i.e., 
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from the Pyrenees and Atlas to Western Asia and Arabia, 
they were all Brunets, or Dark- Whites, akin to Myres's 
“ Mediterranean ’’ man. Bnfc, when the Rosy-Blond 
2ie<K-Folk, or Rhodoehroi, appeared upon the scene, and, 
in coui’se of many centuries, superposed themselves upon 
and blended with the Melanoehroi of Khem and northern 
Africa west of Khem, all was changed ! In other words, 
in addition to the pure Rhodoehroie main-stock principally 
centred in Rhodoehroia (later -Egean regions), and to the 
pure Libyan main-stock in the western parts of northern 
Africa, there had also come to birth, in Khem and the 
western parts aforesaid, those entirely new eomnuinilics 
of blended Blonds (whether Libyan or Rhodoehroie) and 
Nilotic Melanoehroi to whom our elders, with their 
narrower outlook, were wont to refer under the old- 
fashioned name of the “Ilamitie” Race — and that 
with a very strong and ridiculously wrong impression 
that these ethnoi were all negroid and coal-black! 

Por example, the Dwellers on the Nile no longer 

in personal appearanee practically resembled the Eastern 
Melanoehroi, or eventual Semites of “ Babylonia,” Syria, 
and Arabia. Their colouring was more variegated, owing 
to the infusion of new (Libyan or Rhodoehroie) blood 
that they had received from their immigrant Blond 
environment. They were now neither Melanoehroi, nor 
Libyans, nor Rhodoehroi. No longer were their aflinitics 
regarded as dominantly say PeliLsgian, or Tahennn.-iii, or 
Hanivuan. They W'cre a new .stock altogether — the so- 
called Harnitos. 

So also with regard to the original Melanoehroiaii 
language sjjoken by the Dwellers on the Nile — once very 
similar to the languages sjmken by the Ea.steni Mclaiio- 
eln-oi in “ Babylonia,” Syria, and Arabia, and probably 
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to those spoken by the Novllicrn Melauoehioi in avehaic 
Ouranian Europe — a considerable change had taken place. 
It was even a greater change than is now represented by the 
difference between Asiatic and Arabian Semitic on the one 
hand and the language spoken to-day by the Libyans or 
BerberSj e.g., the Tuaregs, on the other. In fact, both in 
Khem and westwards along northern Africa, the old Melano- 
chroian dialects may be said to have long since disappeared : 
though not quite so completely in the countries occupied 
by the Libyan communities as in the home-land of the 
Uomiu. This is quite understandable : because the 

Libyan overlay in western north Africa was practically 
the ovlj/ overlay (I sj eak of pre-Islamo-Arab days) to 
which the original Melanoehroi of those regions were 
subjected ; whereas in Khem, during the long process 
which resulted in the formation of the ancient Romio 
or Tomeric ethnos, tlie old autochthonous Melanoehroi 
were subjected to innumerable ethnic and cnllnral overlays 
of various kinds, one siicceeiliug another throughout 
Khora’s age-loug history. In other words, there had 
gradually stolen into e.Kistviice that linguistic group which 
our graudjiarents used to call, and which even philologists 
of the present day refer to as, the “ Ilamitic Ijangiiagos.” 
In this original Hamitic group was certainly to be found 
ancient Romie : but we can hardly believe that it iuelud- 
ed ancient Kusliit.io (now called Ethiopie), as that must 
have been a form of Kassilic, like Nebuchadrezzar’s 
Chaldrean, with a very pronounced individuality of its 
own. In after ages, of coui-se, even that must have been 
affected by the new intluenecs. As for Coptic, said to 
be the descendant of ancient Romie, wo have only to 
ask ourselves the question, Who were the Copts, and from 
whom did they get their language? The history of the 
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Delta is partienlarly complicated, but that only renders 
it the more necessary to unravel it. Originally, no doubt, 
its inhabitants were mostly Bomin. But it is safe to say 
that from the earliest times the population of the western 
rwl consisted very largely of Libyans. Thun, also at 
some remote date, came the Aamfi-derived I-Sarah-El-ites, 
or Josephites who, intermarrying with (he local Romiu (then 
woi-shippers of Mes-Ra, or the Zodiacal Young Bull), and 
zealously adopting their faith, became distinctively known 
as the “ People of Mes-Ra," i.e. Mesrayim — in Semitic 
Ahiri (spelt with an initial ahi). Probiibly their habitat 
was in the eastern ruA, but this is by no means certain, 
and, though we hear nothing of it, they man 
immixed themselves to some extent with the neighbouring 
Libyan settlers, who were a kind of Blonds. In Conv. 
B.C. 1401 (A.M. 2513) those original MesrSyim projier 
abandoned the Delta for ever — to carry out a scheme of 
colonisation in Kliarii under Pharaonic auspices, a scheme 
that had long been under imperial considerat ion, and in 
regard to which it is highly probable Ibat the Crown on 
the one part and the Mesrayim on the other had formally 
and solemnly entered into some kind of compact. Never- 
theless the name Mearaijim. still survived attached to 
the peoples who remained in the Delta. Theiiccfoi'warJ, 
historically — at least to outside nations — these later Delta 
peoples became known, nay, exclusively known, .as tliu 
Mesrayim (sometimes seen Mizraim), and their country 
as Masr, Mazr, Mazor, Mizraim, etc. In fact, nobody 
now dreams of associating the i ame with the Israelites 
j:ropcr. It is one of Conventional Scholarship's numerous 
fixed ideas that the Mesrayim and the original inliabi- 
lanls of Khem Deltaic were one and the same ethnos. Tliat 
is also the fixed, popular view. I call these later Delta 
14 
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ethnoi the Neo-Mesrayim, as it sei'ves to distinguish 
them from all others. Later on, say from about the 8th 
century B.C., began to arise the names Ai-Kefl and 
Ai-Kefliam, afterwards Hellenised into Egypt and Egyp- 
tians. With these names I have already dealt. After 
say the 6th century B.C., when historic old Khem finally 
broke up, the name Mesrayim acquired a more extended 
meaning, first embracing also the Neo-Mesrayim of the 
western riir/, and ultimately connoting everybody through- 
out the entire Delta, but not (except perhaps loosely' and 
popularly) the inhabitants of the Nilotic regions further 
south. Hence, in my belief, it is originally' fi'om these 
Neo-Mesmyim, but eventually' from the Ai-Keftians, 
or Egyptians (shortly Keftians), of the Delta as a whole, 
that the Copts (simply a form of Kefts) were descended : 
hence also it is from their language, whatever it was, 
that Coptic comes. In the 6th century B.C., the language 
spoken in the eastern r«d was the “ Language of Canaan ” 
(/««. xix. 18). Whatever Neo-Mesrayic was, it was 
neither that nor old Romic. Of course, however, there 
must have been many and marked affinities between all 
three. 

Hitherto ancient Egyptian, or as I prefer to call it 
llomic, Clironology has been notoriously uncertain, one 
might almost say' fantastic. There is reason, however, 
to believe that, as the result of investigations which I 
have recently been making into the constant relations 
subsisting between priestly -reports, as recorded on the 
monuments and in papyri, and the Sothic Cycle as really 
conceived and practically used by the ancient Romiu, 
it is possible now to place llomic Chronology on a fairly 
satisfactory footing. On the basis of the results obtained 
by me in these investigations, I give below, in skeleton 



LECTURE VII 


J(I7 


form, a list of the principal dynasties and of the jieriods 
during which they respectively (lonrishcd. I do not think it 
is possible to put the approximate date of the institution of 
the Calendar further back than the age of Menes, as 
here stated, for the simple reason that the age of MCmes 
bears a certain known relation to that of Kliufu, 
the age of Khufu again bears a certain known relation 
to that of the 5th Dynasty ; and of the period, at least 
the approximate period, of the 5th Dynasty we are 
fairl 3 ’^ assured. Also there is a liaison between that and 
the Cth Dynasty. Hence, reckoning our own times as in 
the 5th Cycle from A.M. 0, or B.C. -lOOt, Menes’s 
time was as follows ; — 

First Iti/uasli/,. 

Eraof Mc-nes; A.M. 1095 .‘KSO/'ISO + 1 7/+S0=Eii-st 
year A.M. 109G 307/480= Conv. B.C. 2907 113/480. 

This, then, was approximately the age when the 
Calendar was instituted. Theoretically, of course, it 
started from the arbitnaiy point A.M. 0. 

4l/i Dynast !), 

Era of Khufn: A.M. 1401 + 1 7/480 = First year A.M. 
14lii 7/480 = Con V. B.C. 2541 473/480. 

Prrioit of Dynasty A.M. 1402 7/480—1078 58/480 = 
Conv. U.C. 2541 473/480—2325 422/480. 

oth Dynasty. 

C/r. A.M. 1508 207/480— 1094 177/480 = Conv. B.C. 
2435 213/480—2309 30.3/480. 

Gth Dynasty. . 

A.M. 1094 177/4S0— 188.3=Conv. B.C. 2.309 30.3/480 

— 2121 . 
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llt/i Byuaity. 

Cir. A.M. 1489 196/480—1658 335/480 = Conv. B.C. 
2514 284/480—2345 145/480. 

Ilyksus Bominalion. 

Indefinitely from about the end of the 1 1 th Dynasty 
till A.M. 2444 70/480=Conv. B.C. 1559 410/480. 

12th Dynasty. 

A.M. 1650 349/480— 1861 365/480 = Conv. B.C. 2353 
131/480-2141 115/480. 

18th Dynasty. 

A.M. 2444 70/480— 2712 478/480 = Conv. B.C, 1559 
410/480—1291 2/480, 

•' 

19th Dynasty. 

A.M. 2712 478/480—2845 442/480 = Conv. B.C. 1291 
2/480— 11.58 38/480. 

20th Dynasty. 

A.M. 2846— 2948 = Conv. B. C, 1158—1056. 

21sl Dynasty. 

Cir. A.M. 2927-3057 =Conv. B.C. 1077-947. 

22nd Dynasty. 

A.M. .3025 171/480-3283 29/480=Conv. B.C. 978 
309/480-720 451/480. 

The Ethiopian Supremacy. 

This was really of Kushite {i.e., Kassite) origin. Its 
active monarch was Piankhi, who reigned cir. A. M. 
3242-3274 29/480=ConY, B.C. 762-729 451/480: but 
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it began with Kashta, whose period seems uncertain. 
Sheshanq IV of the :22nd Dynasty, Uasarkon III of tho 
23rd Dj’iiasty, and Tefnakht of the Suite Dynasty sub- 
mitted to Piankhi about A.M. 3262 = B.C. 742. Bakenranf 
succeeded Tefnakht, and founded the 24tli Dynasty', of 
which he was the only king : and in A.M. 3274 29/480, 
or B.C. 729 4.51/480, Piankhi was succeeded by- Shabaka, 
as the first king of the 25th Dynasty', which lasted till 
the overthrow of Tanfit-Ammon by Ashiir-bani-pal, king of 
Assy'ria, «V. A.M. 3338 = B.C. 660. Thereupon Egy'pt, as 
tlie entire country was now called, was administered by' 
Assyria for 10 years. The complete and final overthrow of 
Egypt, and, above all, the wholesale De])ortation of its 
inhabitants (Romiu, Neo-Mefinyim, and Egyptians), 
occurred in A.M. 3434= B.C. 570, or thereabouts. 
Aahmcs II (Amasis) reigned with notable prosperity from 
A.M. 3438 to A.M. 3479=Conv. B.C. 5CG-525! anil in 
the last mentioned year Kambiijlyes (Cambyses) of Persia 
effected the conquest of the entire country'. 

The Romiu and other inhabitants deported to Baby- 
lonia by Nebuchadrezzar never returned to their Home-land. 
About B.C. 545-5:29 they re-appeared in tho wilds of 
Airyo-Turan as the Wanderers of Mas, afterwards Hellenised 
into Mas-Sagetai : and under that name, subsequently 
cut down to Getai, they eventually abandoned Asia, and 
finally' turned up in Europe as the Goths. 



LECTURE VIII 


In my last lecturCj yon may vememVier, I s]^>oke of a 
miglity attempted invasion of Kliem, issuing out of 
Kilikia (old Keftiii), and led by a people called the 
Pulasatlin, Pura-Satiu, or Philistines. It oceuiTed about 
Conv. B.C. 1151, the 8th I'egnal year of ItSmeses III of 
the 20th Romie Dynasty, having been preceded in B.C. 
1 154 by an attack on the western rud of the Delta, in which 
the principal aggi'essore were the Libj’ans in the western 
parts of North Africa. It was also followed, in B.C. 
1 118, by a similar attack on the same rud, again made 
by the Libyans, but this time w'ithout allies. Moreover, 
in B.C. 1197 318/480, the 5th regnal year of Meren- 
Ptah of the 19th Romic Dynasty, there had been a mighty 
and even earlier assault, also by the Libyans of the West. 
The entire period (B.C. 1198-1148) is generally called 
the epoch of the Great Sea-Raids. All these attacks 
were successfully repulsed, though, as a matter of fact, 
one result of the biggest attach of all — that which rolled 
up cir. B.C. 1151 — was the founding of Philistia on the 
Canaanilish coast, nay, the rise of that even better known 
name — Palestine. But, if we take a wider outlook upon 
those tumultuous and intensely dramatic old times, some- 
thing else, immeasurably more momentous than the 
triumph of the Philistines, was the real and permanent 
outcome of the half century of turmoil into which the 
entire Mediterranean World had been thrown. That more 
dominant reality was the vUer liesfrnctioii of ike old 
elJinic, political, and cultural order ikrougkout the Great 
Green Sea, and the rise of Hellas out of its shattered and 
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■scallered counlilueiU elemeiiis. Poetically, this smashing 
up of the old Mediterranean World was subsequently 
referred to as the “ Churning of the Ocean ” j and the 
rise of Hellas was expressed in the exquisite conception 
of “ Aphrodite, in all her beauty, emerging from the 
Foam.” 

At last the sun set, even on Greece; but only to rise 
on Home, the destined “ Mistress of the World.” 

In those classical days, as they arc called, Europe, 
both ethnically and culturally, was very different from that 
later Europe, historical and modern, with which /'r are 
acquainted. 

In their earlier days Greece and Rome, each in its own 
way, were mere rechanffex of the old preceding .Egean, 
SI inflan, and llhodochroian AVorlds, all superposed upon 
the still older and all-preceding Mclanochroian World. 
That is to say, they were special and localised embodiments 
or expressions of the civili-sation of what My res calls 
Mediterranean ” man, niodilied, of course, as we have 
seen that he was from time to time modified. 

But outside their borders, all round them, surged the 
variegated old ethnic world of whose divisions, groupings, 
developments, and movements I have attempted to give 
you some idea in previous Lectures. Shortly stated, up 
in the north were the Kassi-ilescended, i.e., partly Xantho- 
chroie or Turilnian, partly Melanochroian or Dark-White 
Broadheads, Short-heads, Roundheads, or Squareheads, to 
.whom Myres refers as “ Alpine ” man, though it is more 
especially in Central Europe that he gees by that name, 
while elsewhere, say in Asia Minor and the regions there 
around, ho is specilically known as “Anatolian,” or 
“Arineuoid,” man. In the East were Eastern Melano- 
chroi, or vSemites, and all the ethnic developments which 
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Time bad produced iu connection with them. While in 
the South were the Egyptians, the Libyans, the Ethiopians 
(or Knshites), and all the Negro and Negroid races of 
Africa. Of ethnoi such as the Sawpo-/taTai, the Mafrirayerai, 
the Sxvtfttt, and the Ki/t/teptot, they had heard, but they 
knew very little about them. Also they were aware that 
in the Middle East there was a world of ethnoi — Pei'sians, 
Medes, Sighs, Partliians, Airyanians, Dahae, and the 
like — and that still further East there was another world, 
consisting mainly of Indians. But with all these oriental 
peoples they were very vaguely acquainted ; Greece having 
had more to do with tlie Persians than with any of the 
others, and Rome's ambitions having brought her mostly 
into contact, and not unfrequenbly into disastrous conflict, 
with the Parthians. With the Jews in Palestine and 
elsewhere, they were of coui'se intimately acquainted. 

Then, in due course — /.e., from some indefinite time in 
the ind century B.C. till somewhere about the beginning 
of the Christian Era — oecurrel tint tremendously momen- 
tous event, of which nevertheless our historians and otlier 
writers seem to have taken little or no notice — 
Gmi/ V'dlkermimleridig — ^by which I mean the sudden 
abandonment of Ceiiti'id Asia by tlie Sughuds or Yii-ti 
of Sogdiana and the rest of the Saghs scattered through- 
out Ashaland (as Aiiyati wa.s then called), accompanied 
by considerable bodies of Parthians, Medi, and Airyanians, 
and vast swarms of Kassi-descended Dahae, representing not 
only tlie bulk of the iuhabitants of old Kepheniaii Persia, but 
also the less settled denizens of the wilds of Aiiyo-Turiin. 

All these stampeded westwards, and, settling down in 
various countries, and blending there with the ethnoi 
whom they found already in possession, contributed, each 
after its own fashion, to the building up of Modern Europe, 
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ia mannev more fully described in Kuropenn and Oikar liace- 
Origins. 

But, in the nieaiiwliile — say from the Hth century B.C. 
and onwards— veiT srreat things had been happening in 
Western Asia : i-.e., iiot.)iitig less than the birth, develop- 
ment, evanishment, and mighty though hidden career of 
a race whiph, more than any other, is entitled to the name 
Super-race, because, in virtue of its physical, mental, and 
spiritual endowments, its achievements throughout the 
centuries, its present jjosition amongst the nations, and 
the peerless destiny which obviously awaits it, it, more and 
better than any other race on Earth, has carried on the 
traditions and embodied the character of the more highly 
developed of the original Rosy- Blond stock, and still so 
carries on and embodies them. 

Herein, of course, is mystery : but it will be iio longer 
a mystery after you have studied Book [[ of the work on 
whieh I am now lecturing, mid also say Book fll of 
European and Other Raer-Origi hx. 

Here I propose bi give 3 'ou a very brief rfeume of 
Book II of Cullnre and Knllnr Racc-Origim. It is 
entitled “ Hebrew, Israelitish, aud Jewish Origins.” 

Were 1 to go about the world to-day, asking the ques- 
tion, Who aud what are the Jews ? what kind of answer 
do you think I would be likely to get ? What, for in- 
stance, would be gonr answer ? Would it not ruu somewhat 
on the following lines ' 

“ Jews ” is the all-embracing name now given almost 
everywliere by the man in the street to an ancient Semitic 
people, still ubiquitous and bus}' in our midst, who are 
also known viiguely as the “ Hebrews," and who in the 
remote past were more speciUeally styled " The Children 
of Israel.” Originally, they consisted of “ Houses,” or 

15 
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13 “ Tribes ” (Reubeu, Simeon, Levi, Judah, Joseph — 
subdivided into Ephraim and Mauasseh — Asher, (lad, Dan, 
Naphta] i, Zebulon, Issachar, aud Benjamin), all descen- 
dants ot‘ the sons of the patriarch Jacob, who was the 
son of Isaac, who again was the son of Abraham, or 
Abram. From their very beginnings J udah was an inte- 
gral constituent of the race, and eventually acquired the 
royal status and leadership, to which indeed she was alwaj's 
destined. At an early stage of their career — i.e., in days 
associated with the name Jacob — they found themselves 
in the Delta of the Nile dwelling under the protection of 
the Hyksos, then masters of Khem. There they remained 
and multiplied exceedingly, till a new king arose who 
“knew not Joseph.” This king is usually supposed to have 
been RamesSs II. By him they (in Eivodm called indiffer- 
ently “the Hebrews ” and “the Children of Israel ”) were 
heavily oppressed. Meantime, God himself had appeared 
to Moses, revealed to him his great and holy name ‘ Vahvch,' 
and instructed him how to effect the deliverance of “ his 
people.” In due course they escaped (sup])osed to have 
been in the reign of Moreii-Ptah), and, after 40 years’ 
wandering in the wilderness, entered into possession of 
Canaan — the “ Land of Promise.” Then follows the more 
or less well-known history of the tribes as a united nation 
up to the days of Solomon; the revolt of Israel (the 
Northern 10 Tribes) from the House of David (Judah, 
Benjamin, and Levi) early in the I’eign of Rehoboam, ch. 
Conv. B.C. 973i ; the Downfall aud Deportation, practically 
into the unknown, of the “ Northern Ten Tribes ” mr. 
Conv. B.C. 7;J0; aud tlnally the Downfall of the Kingdom 
of Judah and the Deportation of almost the entire people 
to Babylon, cir. Conv. B.C. .')87;^. The Return took place 
in Conv. B.C. 533 ^ — 70 years from the lesser captivity 
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which saw the removal of Daniel ; the Siege of Jerusalen) 
by Titus was in A.O. 70 ; and finally came the Great 
Dispersion, or Biaqtortt. At (he same time it must uever 
be forgotten that at the Return very few Jews really went 
back to Palestine. The vast bulk of the community 
remained on in the East under the Akhaimenidae ; and it 
was not till the Great Volkerwaiulening in say Jl.C. 150 — 
A.D. 1 that (hey abandoned that East, and then they 
poured into.Eun^pe in two main streams, one of which 
accompanied the Medic migrants into Sarinatian and 
Broadhead Russia, while the other went with the Persian 
exodus, and so ultimately found themselves inextricably 
blended with what are now’ known as the Prusso-Germanic 
peoples. As for the Beth-Sakh — they vanished completely I 
Vaguely, however, they are believed by the conventionally 
minded to be lurking in the general Jewish community. 

Now, so fa.r as the above answer relates to the ethnic 
identity and beginnings of the various communities who 
ultimately, umler the name of Israel, nourished for a 
time as a united nation under the sceptred sw’ay of David 
and Solomon, there is hanlly a word of truth in it. It 
is pure fairy-tale. Particularly must this be said regarding 
the alleged identity and early history of Judah. 

During the centuries which preeedwl the Exodus — 
which event occurred in A.M. 2513=B.C. 14'91, the 4th 
regnal year of Thothmes II of the 18th Romic Dynasty, 
and not some 3 centuries afterwards in the reign of Meren- 
Ptah of the 19tli Dynasty, iis is popularly supposed — there 
were no Hebrews in Khem, and there was certainly 
no such eomniniiity as the so-called “tribe” of Judah. 
The genuine and only Hebrews were the ‘/ir-Aaraii, 
'Abr-Aimn, Abramn, or Abramites, of Hebron; and, 
save for a brief visit of 2 years which they paid to 
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the. Delta cir. Conv. B.C. 19'20-1918, they had been 
settled in Hebron for cenluries, in amicable league with 
some local Amorites. In virtue of this league the 
■2 confederate communities became eventually widely known 
as the Khabiri. So also, right np to the Exodus, there 
had never been in Khem any such communities as those 
eventually called Reuben, Simeon, Dan, > Asher, Gad, 
Issaehai’j Zebulon, Naphtali, and Benjamin. The only 
people of genuine Israelitish de.scent who had resided in 
the Delta for a long hut iiulefinite period before the 
Exodns, and who alone (with their Levitieal attendants) 
constituted the “ host*’ which went ont of Khem on that 
occasion, wej-e the so-called Josephites, or “ Children of 
I-Sarah-El.” As already noticed, they consisted of 
2 divisions — the so-called Eirbraimites, and the so-called 
Manassites. Originally they were a section of the 
multitudinous and far-flung Aamu, or Nomadic Shepherd 
Community, of Eastern Melaiiochroic, i.e,, genuinely 
Semitic stock, and more particularly they belonged to a 
subdivision which was known as the Sarah-Aamu. 
These were a Aw^-folk, not 2 kBvU-io\k, and, ha\dng ended 
up by worshipping their originally human ancestress under 
the name of L Saiah-EI, they became known a.s her children, 
and so entered Khem with the rest of the original Aamu 
flood. There, however, in course of time, first the Manassites 
and eventually the Ephraixnites intermarried extensively 
with the Romiu, whose Solar-Deity in those days was the 
Zodiacal Young Bull, called by them Mes-EcL, or “ Child of 
Ra,” though in after ages it became better known as Taurun — 
in Semitic, Jbir. Like all converts, these Josephites, or 
Israelites, adopted their new faith with noticeably perfervid 
.zeal, and, on that account, acquired the distinctive name of 
Mewayivi,, or Abiri, i.e., “ People of the Young Bull.” 
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From xli. .7'2 we ipither that the name Kpliraiiii 

signities “ Fruitfulness:.'’ This 1 very inuelt doubt. Much 
more probably tlie etyuiou From whieh it was derived wa.« 
Epher, meaning "CalF”: and in this eonnectiun I strongly 
suspect that tlie Josephiles did not consist oF •! original 
subdivisions, one called Alaiiasseh and the other Ephraim. 
Rather does it seem to me highly probable that both names 
connote only one comniunitv — Manasseh (siginfying “ For- 
getfulness”) representing the stage when the conimnnily 
was drawing away from its Aamil origins, and Ephraim 
(really, like Abifi, signifying '' FfOi)le of the Epher, Cal f, 
or Bull ”) representing the eonclnding .stage when the 
entire community had dclinitely and finally merged its 
identity almost entirely in the Romic name. 1 say ‘^almost 
entirely,” because, in the name “Children of 1-J<arah-El, 
or Isratd,” there certainly seem.s to have been a 
deliberate attempt to keep up some sort of eonneetiou with 
the old Aamu lineage. 

Another wholly baseless aspect of the story with w'bich 
we are all so familiar relates to the alleged revelation by 
God to Moses, cir. Conv. B.C. 149^, of his great and holy 
name lahveh. -All tliat is stated on this heaxl is utterly 
impossible. The name Yahveh wa.s not known then, 
and did not arise till centuries afterwards. The facts and 
the argument in proof of this are too elaborate to be set 
forth here. They will be found in full detail in my 
book. 

We next come to the Exodus, and lo the entry 
of the Children of Israel into Canaan under 
Joshua, an event which occurred in Conv. 15. (h 1451. 
The fairy-tale we know. The real facts appear to have 
been tliese. After the expulsion of the Hyksos fi’om 
Khem, <■/>. B.C. 1559, the then Pharaoh and his successors 
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deliberately entered upon and steadily carried ont tlie 
policy of conquering and annexing the North as far as 
the river Euphrates. The object of this was to prevent 
the recurrence of any such calamity' as tlie late long- 
enduring Hyksos Domination. In pursuance of this 
policy, It was recognised that a wise step would be the 
establishment of a Eomic colony in Kharii — the then 
llomie name for Palestine. The community selected for 
this purpose were the Mesraginiy Abiri, CMldmi of Israel, 
nr Josephiles, who, as half-Romie in blood, and wholly 
Romic in sentiment, were deemed eminently suitable for 
the end in view — the settlement, in the North of an 
ethnos who were qualified and who could be trusted to act 
as a nucleus for the planting and spread throughout those 
regions of Romic culture and Romic sympathies. A 
solemn compact was therefore come to between the 
imperial Crown on the one pai’t and the Children of Israel 
on the other part, whereby, in consideration of the latter 
swearing allegiance to the “Great God,” and promising to 
obey his laws and observe the social and other ordinances, 
manners and customs of Khem, the “ Great God ” swore to 
lead them out of Khem and into Kharu, to give them that 
laud as an inheritance for ever, to put them in possession 
of it, and, in short, to be their Sun and Shield, and 
Strength, and God, as long as the heavens and the earth 
should endure. Hence the well-known expression, “ The 
Land of Promise.” In the dtth regnal year of Thothmes 
II, it was thought that conditions were favourable for the 
carrying out of this solemn agreement. Accordingly, 
under Imperial auspices, the Children of Israel marched 
forth to realise their destiny. But the Authorities, it 
would seem, had misjudged the outlook. The North was 
still unsafe. Hence the wanderings in the wilderness. 
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And why was the North thus unsafe? Because the 
military power and activities of the Hyksos were still a 
factor to be seriously reckoned with : and, leagued with 
them, bitterly hostile to Khem, and astonishingly skilled 
in all the arts of organised intrigue, the entire Amorite 
world was still unsubdued and bubbling over with 
restlessness and Khemophobia. 

At last appeared the dhin e;r imelihia, Thothrnes 
III — the first recorded military genius, worthy to be named 
in the same breath with mighty conquerors like Alexander 
the Great, Hannibal, Julius C.'csar, Napoleon, and our 
own ineompaiable Mai'eehal Foeh. Witli him all became 
changed. From his 2‘2nd regnal year (Conv. B.C. 14'58 
197/4<80), almost annually, he organised and carried out 
no less than 17 brilliant campaigns. In his (Uh campaign 
he captured Kadesh-on-Orontgs, the stronghold of his 
principal enemy, the Hykso-Amorite king : and though 
he did not destroy its armed forces, which managed to 
withdi-aw, his operations were so successful that he seems 
to have felt justified in sending a message to the Children 
of Israel, inviting them to abandon their tabernacles in 
the wilderness and to march nortli and take possession of 
their promised heritage — Kharu. At any rate, we 
know that on the 10th day of the 1st sacred month, 
Nisan, or Abib (Hebrew Calendar), in the year B.C. 1450 
141/480 (Thothrnes Ill’s 30th regnal year), the Children 
of Israel, undei' Joshua, did in fact cross Jordan and 
effect their entry into Canaan. Furthermore, in hie 8th 
campaign — conducted in his 3.3rd regnal year, B.C. 1447 
120/4’;3 — we behold Thothrnes III triumphant in 
NBharTn, between the Oroutes and tlie Euphrates ; and 
his 13th campaign — conducted in his 38th regnal year, 
B.C. 1442 85/480 — ^found him once more well up north, 



130 


THE PAST UNVEILED 


chastising a district in the southern Lebanon called 
Nages. Tliis, be it observed, was the famous year in 
which the “Promised Land” is said to have been divided 
by “ lot ” aniongsl the “ tribes ” of the Children of Israel 
{loi/t. xi-xix). This did not then mean jjossessio/i. 

In his I7th and last aorthern campaign — conducted 
in his 42ud regnal year, B.C. 14d8 57/4SO — Thothmes III 
operated once more against Kadesh-oii-Oroutes. This 
time, however, he elianged his strategy. He approached 
it from the north, tlius depriving the Hyksos of whatever 
assistance they might have been relying on from their 
allies in that direction. Hu then assaulted the stronghold, 
guar<led against all possibility of evacuation and retire* 
ment, and so dealt with its gariison liiat the Hyksas, 
as such, lUe/ice/’ortoui'd dUotppeared fmii the etuge ef history. 
Life, however, does not, cannot die. It only changes the 
form iu which it expresses itself. I wonder, have you 
any inkling of whom it was that (in union with another 
11 n suppress! bio ethnos) these crushed bat death-defying 
Hyksos transmuted themselves into? 

Ehem's next great, adversaries in the North were 
tlie Khatti, Kheta, or Hittites — a powerful and not 
unoivilised, hut possibly barbarous race of very mixed 
descent, whose domicile of origin lay deeji in the interior 
of Asia Minor. Basically they seem to have belonged to 
the stock that Myves calls “Anatolian” man, but blended, 
at least in tlieir eastern and south-eastern territories, with 
those Eastern Melaiiochroi and other mixed ethnoi who 
were settled or led wandering lives in Nabarlu and along 
the banks of the Euphrates. As an individuated race, 
their beginnings probably date fi’om some indetinite time 
in the early stretehes of the Taurie Era — say B.C. 4557- 
14401 l/S. 
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Their advent as an encroaching jwwer in the North 
lli-st becomes noticeable, in the reign of Thothmes IV, 
B.C. 1380 138/480-1371 75/480, at which time also 
(probably as a result of the JHittitc advance) we hear of 
strong Amorite settlements being effected in the 
Lebanon, sometimes written Lemanon, where in fact 
these wonderful people became famous under the 
name of “ the Old Lions of the Lebanon.” 

Next let us observe ea paasanf that all this time the 
Mesrayim, Abiri, Jtmphites, or Children of Israel, had 
been more or less ceaselessly engaged against the Amorites 
and other etbnoi, fighting their way into actual possession 
of that land which had been formally made over to them 
as an inheritance for ever in B.C. 1443. Also, more or 
less ever actively assisting them in this enterprise, 
was another community whose name has already 
been mentioned — the Hebrews, Almmites, or 

Khahiri, of Hebron — with whom, from now onwards, 
the Josejihites gradually but steadily anil at last complete- 
ly united. These .struggles for flic possession of KhSril 
are a special feature of the latter years of the reign of 
Amenhotep III and the whole of the reign of his 
successor, Amenhotep IV, or Akh-en-afen (say B.C. 1350- 
— the NimmurTya and Natdikhuria of the Tell-el- 
Amarnu Tablets. The view here taken of the identity of 
these aggressive bands (namelj'^, that they were none 
other than the half-Romic Mesrayim whom the Pharaohs 
had bound themselves by oath to establish in the 
land), is the only possible explanation of two other- 
wise inex])Heable asjiects of the Correspondence just 
referred to, /.<*., (1) the constant reports by loyal vassal 
dynasts and faithful Romic governors that the imiierial 
territories were rapidly passing into tlie hands of 
16 
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these terrible intruders, and their frantic appeals for the 
diB|)atcli of succouring troops ere it should prove too late, 
and (:i) the invariably calm unconcern with which these 
reports and appeals were received by the Pharaoh, and haidly 
ever attended to. Is it not therefore obvious that both 
Amenhotep III and Amenhotep IV were perfectly well 
aware of the situation, <hat they knew verj- well who the 
Abiri and their friends the Khabiri were, and that, as a 
matter of fact, the imperial Bomic Crown was secretly 
haud-iu-glove with these ferocious land-grabbere, who 
were really carrying out the Crown’s own age-long policy 
with regard to Kharu ? 

Well, time rolled on, and event followed hard upon 
event, just as events do to-day. Khem had become incre- 
dibly rich and splendid-~so much so, indeed, that the whole 
outside Mediteriunean World was buzzing with the fact. 
But that same outside world had also acquired the fixed 
belief that Khem was hopelessly effete in a militai-y sense, 
and that with a little organisation and a little audacity she 
and all her wealth might become theire. Hence the first 
great assault which was made upon the western rvd of tlie 
Delta by the Libyans in the West, assisted by some 
sea-faring allies from the nations on the opposite, or 
Hanivu (northern) shores of the Great Green Sea. It 
occurred in B.C. 1197 318/480, the 5th regnal year of 
Meren-Ptah of tlie 19th Dynasty, who successfully 
repulsed it. Just two years before that great triumph, he 
had. had to dispatch au expedition into Kharu to suppress a 
rising there. It is recorded to have so “ desolated ” a 
community called Asr-a-al that “ their seed is not,” and to 
have left Kharu in what is described as a state of “widow- 
hood,” as regards Khem. It has been stated (notably by 
Breasted) that Asr-a-al, thus occurring on the monuments. 
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is the first authentic mention tiiat we have of the 
Children of Israel. There is no ground whatever for this 
statement. The name probably stands, not for hrael at 
all, but for Jezrenl near Etam in tiie South — an Amorite 
centre. In view of what I have said mpm regaixling the 
mutual relations subsisting betweeii the Pharaohs and the 
half-Romic Israelites, this expedition could not have 
been directed agaiust them. They would never have risen 
against beneficent Khem. Moreover, the above remark 
regarding the enwidowiug of Kharu, is not the kind of 
language in wlveh any Pharaoh or Romic Official is likely 
to have indulged iu respect of his own colonial relatives — 
for that is what the Israelites were. But if we assume 
that the rising was one on the part of the Amorites in and 
around Kharu, all is readily understandable. And that is 
what, as a matter of fact, the then situation boils down to. 

At last the throne of Khem was occupied by RSraesGs 
III of the 20th Dynasty — the Pharaoh in whose 8th regnal 
year, B.C. 1 1.51, occurred that big attempted invasion of 
Khem from the north, led by the Pulasathu of old Keftiu, 
to which I have already alluded. . Amorites were 
everywhere iu Khem’s northern empire, from Naharin in 
the north to Jezteel and Etam in the south ; and, as we 
have seen, about the time of Thothmes IV, as a result 
of the Hittite advance, they had become jiarticularly 
strong in the Lebanon. Nevertheless, despite the repeated 
military successes of Thothmes III, they still remained 
in considerable strength iu and aronnd their old-time 
home-land in the north — Yadat. But in B.C. 1151 the 
in-rushing PulSsathu evidently' looked upon both the 
Hittites and the Amorites of those northern regions 
as more in sympathy with Khem than inclined to 
turn agaiust her. And very likely this was in fact the 
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situation just then — in virtue of a famous Treaty of Peace 
which had been solemnly negotiated between Kameses II 
and Khetasar, king of the Hittites, in B.C. 1249 195/48(1. 
Be this as it may, the Phlasatlm swept through NShurlii 
with the foroe and effect of a hurricane, completely 
smashing up local Hittite power, and also ejecting the 
Amorites from their aforesaid home-land, Yadai. 

As you will learn in due time, many of these dispossess- 
ed ethnoi streamed off in an easterly direction, accom- 
panied, strange to say, by considerable bodies of the 
Pulasathu themselves ; but, for the moment, we are not 
concerned with the fortunes of these fugitives. 

What more immediately interests ns is the fact that 
well-nigh the entire Amorite race, certainly those in 
Yadai, and probably the bulk of the " Old Lions of the 
Lebanon,^’ togetlier with the remnants of the broken 
Hittites of the north, were irresistibly swept down 
south, like leaves before a gale. Very far south were they 
driven, even to the most southerly tei’ritories of Khai’u ; 
and it would even seem that, in the general rough-and- 
tumble of the times, a section of the Abramo-Jo.sephitoB, 
or Hebro-Israelites in Northern Kharu (that half-Romio 
colony which for centuries had been the special 
care of the Pharaohs), got chipped off, and was hustled 
down south with the rest of the stampeding 
ethnoi, and there (though ahvays remaining politically, 
attached to the Beth-Sakb) became eventually known 
as the “ tribe ” of Su/teon. 

Now, what really was this above-mentioned country of 
Yadai, or, as it is sometimes written, Ja'iti ? 

We shall consider this most interesting subject in- our 
next Lecture. 
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Away back in remote old Melauocliruiaii times, just 
as, throughout the Great Central Zone, but especially 
throughout the Mediterranean World, the dominant divine 
name was El, in all its formal variants — Al, Ilu, Ra, 
La, and so forth, so, in succeeding, but still for us well- 
nigh immeasurably ancient Rhodochroian times, the 
dominant divine name throughout practically the same 
old Mediterranean regions was lo, in all its formal variants, 
masculine and feminine — Zeus-Pater, Jupiter, Dione, Juno, 
and the like. 

But it we analyse I(i, we shall lind that it also was 
further divisible iuto a masculine 1 and a feminine 0. Nor 
must we imagine for a moment that there was anything 
gross in this way of regarding the (fodhead. True, periods 
did arrive wherein, throughout specific areas inhabited by 
degenerate or evolutionally immature ethnoi, conceptions 
which were originally spiritual and pure, became objeeti- 
vised and debased, and, under the guise of religion, horrors 
and" obscenities too revolting for words acipiired a ubi- 
quitous vogue. But these were temporary and local 
lapses or imperfeotions. In itself, and essentially, the 
idea of the divine biunity —anil therefore of biunity, as a 
living principle, permeating the entii'e kosmos— was a 
refinement. Properly understood, it was and is the pro- 
foundest of niysterie.s (in the non-prie.stly seu.se) — being 
nothing less than the substantive and operative basis of 
liife, whether legai'ded as A'/jisisfcence or as /ih’istence. 

Out of that aspect of I6 in which it may be regarded 
•is having embodied or enshrined the mystic conception 
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of the Diviue MojicuHik, evolved in course of time such 
names as Zeus>Pater, Jupiter, and, amongst the early 
Rbodochroic migrants in the further East, Dyaush-Pita. 

So, out of that aspect of the same To in which it may 
be regarded as having enshrined the mvstie conception of 
the Divine k'eminim, evolved in course of time such names 
as Diutie, Juno, and, in the early Bhodochroic East afore- 
said, Yoni. 

The initial D that is inherent in all these names — 
even in Zeus, Jupiter, and Juno — must be looked upon 
as the surviving remnant of an archaic etymouic epithet, 
once indicative of the divine nature of the original basic 
name, or the subject that bore it, but which eventually 
became almost wholly merged in the name itself. Thus, 
all masculine names in say Zei, D-in, D~io, l)’iv, Ju, and 
the like, really stood for an original Divine I, or “ Divine To ” 
(maso.). So also Dione, Juno, and the like, really stood 
for an original “ Divine O,” " Divine To ” (fem.), or 
" Divine lone.” 

But yet another evolutional aspect of these archaic 
Hhodocliroian divine names is to be found in favU/i, which 
simply meant the »/i, or eiie, i.e., “ conntrj- ” of Y5v=l6, 
and in the later Ivuiu, which, if not an outgrowth from 
Q-lonS, was merely a transfer to maritime Western Asia 
Minor and personification of the name Yavan, under the 
form Ion, plus tlie suffix la, signifying “ country.” 

Now, this uame Yavan, I suggest and submit, was 
already in existence in the old Mediterranean World in 
tliose remote days to which I alluded in a former lecture, 
when one of the streams of Rosy-Blond migration, which 
issued from Rhodochroia and went off in an easterly 
direction, settled down permanently in Naharin, in that 
part of the Oruntes Valley, just below Amanus, which 
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was anciently called Amora {AutnrrU,, Ahiiiar), and there 
became known as the Amorites {Amun-w) of Yadai, Yadai 
appears to have been identical with the refyicii subseiiuently 
called Saraal, or Samalla (modern Senjirli). It is cjuite 
possible that these particular Rosy-Blond nii^yrants from 
Rhodoehvoia came direct from Yavan, and that, so origina- 
ting, thev brought thence with them the lorfally dominant 
old cult of Yav, or lo. I further suggest and submit tlial, 
just as KaWflj Kar-(/u or Kas-f/S (afterwards (JlialAaea), 
was the name of the da, deh, de, or dai, r.e., “ country, ”) 
of a conquering branch of the KSssi from ElSm, or as 
AgBL-tle (Akkad) was the “ eountrt of the heights,” i.e., 
the “ Highlands,” or “ Uplands,” so this original old 
western Asiatic home-land of the earliest Rosy-Blond 
migrants from the Old Mediterranean World was in reality 
once known as Y5b-^/<i, de, deh, or dm, or YShu-rfa, de, 

. dell, QX dai, original Yahtideh, or Judah; because 

it was the ‘' country ” of Yav, 16, Yahu (perhaps Yah-ti), 
or Yah ; and that, as a matter of fact— a fact, however, 
which either disappeared for a time from historic ken, or 
else was deliberately suppressed— its inhabitants, those 
Amorites who for so long and so bitterly opposed and 
intrigued against Khein and allied themselves with 
Khem’s one-time oppressors, the Hyksos, must, even 
before they were oiieiily acknowledged as “Judah,” 
and as such were actually incorporated into " Israel ” 
in its wide political sense, have been known as 
the people of that northern country, i.e., as the Yahdu, 
or Yahudu=Yahd8, or Yahuds — afterwards, in Hebrew, 
Yahud-7w, or Yahud-7», and now by us rendered Judahites, 
or more commonly Jews. 

For many centuries they remained in Yadai — for so long, 
indeed, that all recollection of their identity as a European 
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tithnoB hailing originally from the Old Mediterranean World 
had . been completely lest, not only bj' the nations around 
-them, but even by themselves. Either so, or else it was all 
deliberately blotted out by Ezra. But in B.C. 1151, as 
•we have seen, both they and some of the Hittites of 
Naharin were hurled out of the North and swept into the 
most southerly parts of Kbard. 

In brief — and here we have a fact which, while it may 
startle you, will also go far to revolutionise our ideas of 
the past, and even of the present — it was out of these 
refugees of B.C. 1 151 that the so-called “tribes ’’ of Judah 
and Benjamin were {irfijieiallt/ conslrncted about a century 
afterwards — never having been heard of before under those 
names, except in so far as this, that “Judah” is, and 
was, and always had been, identical with the old, old name 
Yahdda, or Yadai, so long familiar to the Eomiu 
and their friends and enemies as the original Asiatic home- 
land of the Amorites. 

These, then, foreooth, are the ethnos whom we have 
been taught for generations to look upon as .'Semites, 
Hebrews, descendants of Abi'aham, an integral constituent, 
nay, tlie leading membera, of the race of Israel ! • These are 
the people with regard to whom Ezra, the “ ready scribe,” 
has successfully gulled the whole world into the belief 
that they were heavily oppressed in Khemby the Pharaohs; 
that they were miraculously delivered from that “ house 
of bondage ” by Yahveh himself ; that it was to them 
that the “Land of Promise” was given by that same 
YShveh, to be held by them as an inheritance for ever; 
that he is and ever was their God in a sense which can 
apply to no other people on earth ; and that they, the 
Jews — for to-day the rest of the “ tribe.s ” do not count 
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— are, and are destined ever to remain, as tliey ever were 
in the past (as written up bj' Ezra), his Peculiar People ! 

They are not- Semites ; they are ml Hebrews : Abraham 
was )iol their ancestor ; they were absolutely distinct, 
ethnically, from the Israelites ; they were never oppressed 
by the Pharaohs, were never broufrht out thence “ with a 
high hand,” either by lahveh or anybody else, in fact 
were never in Khem at all : and they never even came 
into existence, as “Judah,” were never even heard 
of under that name, till some time in the Jlth century 
B.C. ; and, as for their alleged “ royal ” status, all that 
they ever attained in that connection they owed to that 
very earthly suzerain at whose majestic and benevolent 
head Ezra hurls so much venomous vituperation — imperial 
old Khem I 

You may remember that in the earlier stages of the 
career of David, the “ sweet psalmist of Israel,” there 
came a day when he deemed it advisable to flee from Saul 
and seek refuge at the court of Achish, the King of Gath 
(1 xxi. 10). Before that period almost every name 
in the region or community which the Bible represents 
as “ Judah ” was compounded with El, Ab, Aeh, 
Shemesh, On, Am, liaal, or the like. Haixlly one 
is to be found into which Yah, or Jah, enter.s. That is 
believed to have been somewhere about Conv. B.C. 1062. 
But, after David’s return, and his accession to the throne 
of Judah, cir. B.C. 1 054', lo, thci-e are scarcely any proper 
names into which Jah does not enter! The explana- 
tion of this given in Dr. Inman’s Ancient Faiths is that 
David had learnt the name Jah say from his friend 
Hiram, during the period of his enforced exile from Judah. 
This implies that before those days the name had been 
absolutely, or at least practically, unknown to the people 
17 
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of " Judah.” Such a state of affairs is perfectly incredible. 
But the point thus raised throws a dazzling light upon a 
particularly obscure corner of Jewish History. Up 
till Conv. B.C. lOoi, David, then 30. years old, was simply 
a young Amorite adventurer, leading a picturesc|ue but 
precarious existence. It was not as King of any “ Judah ” 
(as that name is now understood) that he was first crowned 
at Hebron (2 Saw. ii. 1-4). It was really as king of his 
own countrymen, the Yadai Amorites in that part of the 
country. Hence, the “ Judah ” over whom he first reigned 
having been in fact no other than the ancient historical 
Amorites, then partly consisting f)f “ the Old Lions of 
Lebanon,” we cannot but assume that before David’s flight 
from Saul they bad been as well acquainted with the name 
Yah (Jah) as they were after his return. On the same 
baBis, it is also clear that the name VSh must have entered 
into the composition of Amorite names before those days 
as freely as it did afterwards. Look at the matter another 
way. The name originated amongst the Amorites, i.e., 
amongst the people of Yadai. Some time — say a century 
-•after B.C. 1151, settled as a drift from the North, they 
evolve in southern Khai-u into the “tribe” of Judah. 
We are asked to believe that, up to say B.C. 1054, they, 
as Judah, were ignorant of Yah, and their cognomens were 
all. compounded with El, Ab, Ach, On, etc., though, after 
B.C. 1054, as by a miracle, hardly a cognomen can be 
found amongst them into which Yah does not enter. All 
which,, if true, means that there must have been a long 
stretch, of their previous history during which, as Amorites, 
they had wholly forgotten the name Yah — nay, their 
own name Yahudu : whence the necessity of supposing, as 
Inman does, that David introduced the name into Judah 
on his return from Philistia. It is altogether too thin. 
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If, I'efore B.C. 1054, almost every name in the eomniunity 
that the O. T, represents as “ Judah ” was compounded 
with El, Ab, Aeh, Shemesh, On, Am, Baal, and the like, 
it only shows that the community that jiossessed these 
names loas not in fact Jmlak in the biblical iense. It 
shows that the people into whose names Yah did freely 
enter, i.e., the Amorites of Southern Kharu, ^ad not yei 
declared thcmselve-^ an Jvdah, or been acknowledged 
as such by the Abramo-Josephites, or Hebro-Israei- 
ites, and incorporated with the latter as one of their 
“tribes.” It shows that, on David’s return from exile in 
Philistia, i.e., his return to the territories of the El, Ab, 
Aeh, Baal, etc., community in B. C. 10.54, the people 
with the Ynh names, i.e.. the people alleged to have been 
“Judah ” io the 0. T. sense, but really up till then known 
as the Amorites of Southern Khilru, only then Jinny in 
their lot with him, organised themselves into a polititsal 
entity, assumed publicly their own age-old name of “the 
people of Yah-S,” i.e., the Y5liud-?w, or Jndah-ites, and 
were in due course, i.e., some seven and a half years later, 
in B. G. UI4t>i, formally admitted into the general fold of 
the newly erected nation as the so-calh-d “ tribe " of Judah 
(2 Sam. V. 1 — 5), 

From our chronological adjustments of Jtomiii history, 
based on the Sothic Cycle, we learn that, in the days of 
David’s first coronation, as king of bis own Amorites, in 
B. C. 105t, Nesubeuebded of the 21st Komie Dynasty was 
reigning at Tanis, but with the mysterious and powerful 
Hrihor, High-Priest of Amraon-Ra, pulling the strings in the 
background from Thebes ; and when David aeceded to the 
throne of Israel in B. C. the Pharaoh, or “Great 

God,” or “ Good God,” of Khem must have been Pesib- 
khenno I, We are given to understand that on both these 
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occasions David’s attainment of royal status was a matter 
of popular choice. Nevertheless there is reason to believe 
that, as in the days of Sanl (the “ asked for ”), so in those 
of David, KhSru was a dependency of Khem, and, as well 
de facto as de jure, Pharaoh was her Suzerain, whatever 
he may then have been in regard lo the entire North as 
far as Euphrates. We may therefore take it for granted 
that the foundation of the “ House of David ” is to be 
found in Imperial Khem. There lay “ the Strength of 
Israel,” and it was to Pharaoh {i.e., to no invented Yshveh) 
that David looked as unto his Liege Lord and his “ God.” 
Nay, it is in the light of these considerations that, reading 
between the lines, we must now study the words that God 
is represented as having spoken to David in the passage 
3 Sam. vii. 8*16, and the words of David’s alleged reply 
as recorded in verses 1 8-39. That Khem’s effective suzer- 
ainty did in those days, and even later, extend right up 
to the Euphrates, though stopping short in the west at the 
frontiere of Philistia, is rendered probable by the statement 
regarding the local limits of the sway of her vassal king, 
Solomon, as recorded in 1 Kings, iv. 31 and 34'. 

Yet another thing that, by way of buttressing up the 
Ezraie account, we are commonly asked to believe, is that 
the names YSh (Jah) and Yahveh (the Tetragrammatoii 
JHVH) are identical — the former being merely an 
abbreviated and poetical form of the latter. But neti, neti 
— it is not so. At the same time, the subject is too big a 
one, and ray arguments in connection with it too intricate 
and long, to be gone into here. I therefore pass on to the 
consideration of something else. 

Thus far we have seen that the real and only Hebrews 
were the '/ir-Aamii, ‘Abr-Aamu, 'Abramu, or Abramites, 
of Hebron, dating at least from the 30th century B.C., 
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and still under historic notice in the l4tb century B.C. ; 
that the so-called “ tribe ” of Benjamin were ihe broken 
Hittites driven down south from NalmrTn by the PulSsathn 
in B.C. 1 l.il ; that the so-called “ tribe” of Judah were 
the old Amorites of Yadai, similarly driven down south 
on the same famous occasion ; and that the Israelites of 
Northei’ii Palestine were indeed genuine Israelites, but even 
as such they were only jrartially of PZastern Melanoebroic, 
or Semitic origin, the other pai-t — a good half— being none 
other than Romic, they having been the or Mettrafim, 

i.e., “ People of the Zodiacal Bull,” 3 'et amalgamated now 
with the afoi-esaid Abramites, Khabiri, or Hebrews, for- 
merly of Hebron, and therefore styled the jibramo-Josepli- 
ites, or Hebro-Israelites. Yet another name by which 
they were specially distinguished, W'aa Befh-Sakh, or H‘>u*e 
of Isa«c, which came to them after they had taken jiosses- 
sion of Canaan, upon the completion of the amalgamation 
just referred to, say some time between B.C. 1451 and 
B.C. 

But what about the other constituent members of the 
new national organism — Reuben, Giid, Diiu, .Asher, Zebulon, 
Issachar, Levi, .'^imeon, and Naphtali ? Poes not Ezra tell 
ns that from the voiy beginning thej', like Judah, were all 
integral parts of the Hebrew, i.e., the Israelilish, race ; 
that, in the persons of their respective |irogeiiitors and 
tribal eponyras, they went down to ” Egypt ” with their 
common father Jacob, cir. B.C. ]7')6 ? He does. But, there 
is not a word of truth in the story ; it is all fudge and 
fairy-tale. 

The Levites were never really a “Tribe,” even from the 
Ezra point of view. They tvere a hnmble edass of attendants, 
of uncertain ethnic identity, who harl always, even in Khem, 
been in the service of the Josepbite Me^rayim as a kind of 
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domestic ministers connected with the ceremonies of^ their 
Mes-R»-ic religion. At the Exodns they accompanied the 
families to which they were attached, and subsequently 
their fortunes and their status in “ Israel ” were such as 
are described in the O. T. 

• The basic ethnic identity of the Simcnnites is equally 
obscure. Originally they dwelt in the north, -having 
apparentlj' been a comraunity politically incorporat-ed, or 
more or less definitely associated, with the Hebro-Israelites; 
but in the downward avalanche of Amorites and Hittites 
whicli resulted from the tornado-like advent of the 
PulSsathu in B.C. 1151, they seem to have been knocked 
roughly from their base and carried away in the rush, and 
deposited in the territories in the extreme south wherein 
the O. T. reveals them. At first they were a noticeably 
nnprolific community. But in subsequent ages, after 
they had abandoned their own “tribal ” allotment, and 
amalgamated with other peoples (1 (Jhron. iv. 39-43), 
apparently of Amorite, of blond, stock, they became 
exceedingly multitudinous, and eventually took their place 
in history as the Gimirrai, or Ktfi/itpioi. I have traced their 
wanderings and fortunes in European and Other Race- 
Origim. (Jmiirrai was merely the Babylonian equivalent 
of Assyrian BU-Khumri, which was the name given in 
Nineveh to the Beth-Sakh, or Northern Israelites — derived 
from one of their kings, ‘Omri. Hence there is very 
little uncertainty regarding the ethnic identity of the 
Kimuierians. 

The Danites were none other than the DainiSna men- 
tioned in Romic records, sometimes alone, sometimes in 
association with the Pulasathu. Like the latter, they were 
a very ancient seafaring folk of the Eastern Mediterranean 
basin, and, again like the Pulasathu, they had repeatedly 
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and persistently striven to secure a foothold on the 
Gauaanitish coast. 

The Issacharites certainly, the Asherites probably, and 
the Zebulonites possibly, were all much of the same type, 
and were very likely even akin to the Pulasathu and 
Dainiuna : though, with regard to all these marauding 
communities, ethnically they undoubtedly exhibited a veiy 
considerable admixture. Nevertheless, the main-stocks to 
which they could possibly have belonged were three, and 
three onlj' — that of the old Melanochroi, that of the less 
ancient but still old Rhodochroi, and that of what Mjres 
calls “ Alpine ” man. Some races, like the Hittites, others, 
like the Pulasathu, were a blend of some, or all, of these. 
As regards, therefore, these Danites, Issacharites (who 
were almost eertainlj' the old Zakkaru), Asherites (quite 
possibly the old Uashasha), and Zebulonites, this is about 
all that we can say — except that, whatever tliey were, they 
were Europeans. 

The case of Najihtali is peculiar. Quite iiossibly she too 
consisted to some extent of drifts from the Sea ; but several 
considerations point to other quarters as the main source of 
her ethnic origins. In association with the name Bilhah.she 
first come.s before us, not as an integral part of tiie alleged 
national race from its very beginnings, but in the character 
of what is known as a “hand-maid tribe,” /.(?., an outside 
community incorporated into the Hebra-Israelitish Con- 
•fexleracy. Also, there is reason to believe tlial, like 
Issachar, Zebulon, Asher, and Dan, she did not attain 
even that status till after the memorable events of B. C. 
115.1-. Perhaps the most significant indication of her 
racial affinities is to be seen in the name by which the 
region wherein her territories lay bad been known from 
indefinitely ancient times , — Gelil Haggojiui, i.e., the “Circle 
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of the Nations ”=what tlie Romm would have called the 
“District of the Satiu”=what eventually was commonly 
styled “ Galilee of the Gentiles.” It is this that gives 
us our clue. We remember Cushaii-rishathaim, king of 
Mesopotamia in the early regnal 3 ''ears of Ameuhotep II, 
tn'r. B. C. l-t:!.!!, and we recognise that in that name we 
have nothing more or' less than the phrase “ KushSn, 
Prince (^lios/i) of the Gentiles (&/*»).” Naj’’, going even 
further back to the 20th century, do we not also recollect 
“ Tidal king of Nations?” Both these potentates seem 
to have really hailed from the same country — Mathen, 
Mitanni, politically, ethnically, culturally, and territorially 
the eventual nucleus, or concentrated resultant of the 
much more extensive area to which in previous lectures 
I alluded under the arbitrary name of Rhodo-Turania. 
It was the (rue cunabula — the deliberately chosen domi- 
cile of origin, or home-land — of Abram and the elder 
patriarchs, prior to their crossing of the Euphrates 
and their tlSbuf’ as Hebrews. {Gen. xii, 1 ; xxiv. 4; 
xxviii, 2,- Dent, xxvi.) 

(5) W'^e may therefore take it that in the main the 
Naphtalites were Rhodo-TurSoians, i.e., practically of 
Rosy-Blond, or at any rate quasi Rosy-Blond stock. 

There remain only Reuben and Gad. There can be 
little or no doubt that in the former we behold, with a 
certain infusion of Amoritie blood, merely the surviving 
remnant of the ancient Rutennu, or people of Lot, or 
Lotn — ^probably a blend of aboriginal Proto-Melanochroi 
of Kharu and immigrant primitive Aamh. They were 
doubtless a big, burly, mi.\ed fair and dark, honest-featured 
folk; but apparently there was something lacking in 
their ethnos which prevented them from holding their owm 
in liistory. 
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The Gadites must have consisted very largely of the 
same tall, blond, bliie-eyed stock as the Simeonitcs. Easi- 
cally they were probably of Aamu lineage ; but we may 
take it for granted that the old Amorite population east 
of Jordan in the midst of which they settl(.>d was even- 
tually absorbed into the tribal community. At the 
same time there is reason to suspect that small Hittite 
settlements flourished here and there within their terri- 
torial bounds. 

As an ethnical unity, therefore, all these communities 
thus confederate with the original Abramo-Josephites, or 
Hebro-lsraelites, were glaringl}' different from the House of 
Judah in the south, /.<■., the peoples of Judah and Benjamin, 
including Levi. It was in virtue of this glaring difference 
that they acquired the distinctive name of the Befh-Sakh, or 
Ilouae of Isaac — a name in which (with all its implica- 
tions of descent from Mitannian, i.e., Rhodo-Turanian 
Abram, or in other words, of Hebrew lineage) the Judak- 
ites and Benjamimfes had no part or lot whaterer. 
True, some of the incorporated communities belonging to 
the Northern Confederacy seem to have been as heavily 
charged as the Judahites with Amorite blood. Never- 
tbeless there was all the difference in the world 
between the two great Houses. "What was that due 
to? To the one all-dominating fact that Judah 
eventnallf/ absorbed Benjamin. Now, Benjamin was 
pure, unadulterated Hittites — one of ihe most hideous 
stocks known to ethnograjjhy. Result — a certain rvide- 
spread, stocky, snouty, evil-looking type of the modern 
Jew whose personal appearance and character are as familiar 
to us as they are repulsive. 

With the history of the House of Judah after the 
secession of the Beth-Siikh from the House of David 
18 
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about B.C. 973i, their Downfall and Deportation to 
Babylon about B.C. 578j, the so-called Returns in the 
6tli century B.C.j and the extraordinary role that has 
since been sustained by the Diaspora in almost every 
country in the world, you ai’e all more or less intimately 
acquainted. As regards, however, the vicissitudes of for- 
tune experienced, and the even mightier rUe sustained, 
by the Beth-Safth, since the epoch of their Downfall and 
Deportation to the “ cities of the Medes ” in the 8th 
century B.C., I doubt whether all, or even man)'^, of you 
are equally well informed. Suffice it to say that, about a 
century and a quarter after their captivity, they were 
once more free men, nay, under the name of the ScMi 
(or, as they called themselves, the SSkh-Geloths), they 
were even solidly established as an independent and power- 
ful State in Sakhesani, or Sakhland, in Arardhu, north 
of the river Aras or Kur. To the Assyrians, who spoke 
of them as their “ former captives, the Sakhi,” they had 
previously been known as the BU-KJiumri. It was they 
who, after having inflicted a decisive defeat on Kyaxares 
of Media, captured, sacked, and burnt Nineveh in B.C. 
627i. Thereafter, for about a generation, they lorded it 
over all Western Asia ; but shortly after the second and 
less wonderful but better known disaster to Nineveh at 
the hands of Kyaxaires of Media and Nabopolassar of 
Babylon, and in view probably of the alliance about that 
time effected between Babylon, Media, and Lydia, they 
abandoned Sakhland and migrated west, driving the 
Kimmerians out of their seats along the northern shores 
of the Black Sea, and eventually settling at Arsareth in 
the river Sereth country (the regions now known as 
Bukhovina), where, in course of time, they became known 
to the Ionian Greeks as the " Descendants of Sakh 
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Hellenised uuder the well-kaown name %K'vdai, SlsHtAai, 
their own name of Sakli-Geidths becoming transmuted 
into the form SMIotoi. But before these great changes 
happened^ they had effected a mighty and memorable 
achievement in Airyo-Tiii’an. So rapidly had their popu- 
lation increased in Sakhland, that in course of time stream 
after stream of migrants issued thence, and, trekking 
east, planted amongst its smiling oases colony after colonj'-, 
each of which eventually developed into a sort of inde- 
pendent State, becoming known collectively as the Sakhs or 
Saghs of Airyo-Turan, andjfrom the religion they fonndod, 
the Ashavo-Danghavo, or “ People of Asha ; also, in parti- 
cular, as the Sughuds — a name similar in meaning to the 
western and later Skuthai. It was from them that, first the 
Medes, and afterwards the Persians, acquired the culture 
that is conventionally associated with their respective names. 
It was also from them that the Kassi-descended Wolf- 
eommunities, Tokhs, Dahae, Dahyfis, and all like 
barbarous denizens of the surrounding wilds, acquired, 
though in somewhat caricature guise, such rudiments 
of civilisation as they were severally capable of 
assimilating — inclusive of a corrupted form of the Sakhian 
language, and modified forms of the Sakhian /ulhork. 
Many of these Saghs — especially those dwelling in 
Saghestan or modern Seistan — eventually found their way 
into India as the original Sakas, or Sakas, and, as well 
culturally as politically and ethnically, contributed much 
to the early history of that great couutry : but this is a 
subject iu which I cannot enter now. In a word, from- the 
beginning of the 7 th century B.C. onwards, these Saghs of 
Airyo-Turan were undoubtedly the supermen and culture- 
race of Central Asia — which, indeed, obtained from them 
its very name. In this there is nothing to he surprised 
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at : indeed, it is only what might have been expected. 
As a grou]) of partly European, partly llhodo-Turanian, 
partly Aamu ethnoi, blended with and welded into a 
nucleus of Hebro-lsraelites who were at least half-Romic 
in origin — the whole further amalgamated with all that 
remained of that physically splendid stock, the Rosy- 
Blond Amorites of Naharin, Zahi, and Kharu — the Beth- 
Sakh, or Klmmrl, or Saghs, or Skiithai (however we 
choose to call them), were indubitably' the finest flower 
of development in human evolution. In them was no 
KSssite strain, no Hittite strain : they were wholly free 
from any taint of a barbaric origin : whatever its sources, 
their lineage was always traceable back to the cultured, 
or at least to the culturable, races : and, above and beyond 
all else, in the main it was rooted in a Rhodo-Leukochroic, 
i.e., a Rosy-Blond, ancestry. 

It is unnecessary to do more than allude to the effect 
upou the East, and especially upon the Saghian world in 
Central Asia, of the conquering career of Alexander the 
Great. It is also unnecessary to do more than mention 
again the sudden abandonment of Asia by the entire 
Saghian World about the close of the 2nd century B.C., 
and their eventual settlement in Russia and in North- 
Western Europe under well-known names, such as the 
Asen, the Saxons, the Angles, and the Yota, or Jutes, 
accompanied nevertheless by clouds of barbarous and other 
ethnoi. Nor need I switch off to the migrations and 
exploits of the two great bodies into which the Kimme- 
rians (of the same ethnic stock as the Saghs) divided 
themselves after say B.C. 398 — namely, the Kymri 
(Kymry, Brythons, and Lloegrwys) and the Kinibrl, nor 
describe how, long however before the Saghs, they too 
found their way into the “ Isles of the AVest,” and there 
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contributed to the formation of the British Race. Having' 
said tliis, I have said enough to show that in the conven- 
tionally learned world which knows nothing of many, and 
may possibly smile at most, of the statements as of fact 
and the various hypotheses propounded or discussed in 
these Lectures, conceptions regarding the past, and there- 
fore many aspects of their outlook upon the present, are 
exactly upside-down. Moreover, it is about time that 
this should be stated openly, and rubbed well in. 
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Up to now these Lectures — these attempts to expound 
the contents of Culture and KuUur Race-Origins — have 
been almost exclusively confined to that aspect of the 
book which concerns itself with Race-Oiigins and Develop- 
ments, primary and otherwise (principally otherwise), 
and with those numerous and more or less momentous 
Race-Movements which did so much to make the Past 
what it was, and which, when exhaustively traced out, 
are found to be equally responsible for the Present — but 
in a manner rather different from that which we read of 
in the text-books, or hear about in circles where discussion 
proceeds on conventional lines. 

Race-Origins, Race-Developments, and Race-Move- 
ments make up, indeed, the greater part of my subject- 
matter. They are the basis upon which everything else 
has been built : but, as you are now in a position to see, 
so big a thing is this foundation, that all our time has 
hitherto been taken up, not indeed in an exhaustive inves- 
tigation and exposition of its materials and construction, 
but in the merest sketch of its general " lay-out.” 

Here and there, however, throughout the book — i.e,, 
whenever they appeared to be relevant, or wherever it 
seemed most convenient to insert them — ^there are chapters 
on other subjects, such as the Mythologies of the old 
vanished Mediterranean World, Comparative Philology, 
Religious Beliefs, Systems of Philosophy, Fraudulent 
Ethnological Theories advanced by the Germans, the 
true relations subsisting between the so-called Semitic 
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and Hamitic Languages, and various excursuses on Spiri- 
tuality, Character, Civilisation and Barbarism, Yahu, Jab, 
and Yahveh ( JHVH), and other themes more or less explana- 
tory of, or in some way or other connected with, the 
general argument. 

For instance, in couuection with Ethnic and Cultural 
Origins and Developments in the valleys of the Euphrates 
and Tigris, Chapter III comes in as a new interpretation 
of the Babylonian Stori/ of Bel and (he Dragon, and its pen- 
dant, the SI'Ori/ of Creation, which, in ray belief — though 
ostensibly works of kosraogonieal, theological, and poetical 
art — are really to a great extent based on actual histori- 
cal events, and as such are well worth studying from 
that point of view. I therefore proceed to show that 
in the myth of Tiawath’s conspiracy against the Gods 
(whatever else may be its possible implications), we really 
have a poetically and otherwise veiled account of some 
vast and terrible Old-World Upheaval on the part of 
Barbarism against Civilisation — .some mighty and villain- 
ous effort by the Kassi (the Prusso-Germans of Anti- 
quity) to overwhelm the Culture-Races of their day. 
Further, I explain how, in the story of Merodach and his 
exploits — poetically elaborated on the lines contained in 
the Tablet of the Fifty-one Names, and suscei)tible of the 
usual more or loss fanciful interpretations — we really see 
vaguely enshrined memories of the advent and triumph 
throughout the Tigro-Euphrates country of the power 
and civilisation of the Rhodo-Turauians, and the ethnic 
and cultural metamorphosis which thereupon ensued 
throughout “ Babylonia,” first in Agade, and eventually 
also in Sumer. In this connection I point out how, all 
over “ Babylonia,” nay^, throughout Western Asia, Ilu 
or some variant thereof — the equivalent, amongst the 
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Eastern Melanochroi, of that old divine name El which 
in remote days was dominant from end to end of the G-reat 
Central Zone — was the generic name for “ God,’' save 
that in Sumer the Turanians spoke of Mu-ul-lil, or En-lil- 
/5=the Klims of Daraaseius j how, with lapse of time, 
arose the expression Abu-Ilu (FatAer f'.l), or Ab-El, 
whence the shortened form Bel — ^the natural complement 
in those regions of the similar rise of A;3-HXios or AjScXios, 
in the Mediterranean West ; and how, just as in that 
Mediterranean West, a distinction subsisted between 
Trojan AirtiXuv and Greek Aj8-HXios or AjS^Xtos (the former 
really deriving from “ Father On,” through Ah-Alah-On), 
so, amongst the Easter.i Melanochroi, a distinction 
eventually grew up between an Older Bel and a Younger 
Bel, noticed in the myth of that Merodach {Abu-ilu) 
whose first attempt at “ Creation” is said to have failed, 
and that Bel-Merodaeh, or Belns (really the Rliodo- 
Turanian power personified), who in a later age is said to 
have succeeded in that great emprise. 

Then, in connection with the ethnic origins of the 
Prusso-German nation, or rather populations, I plunge into 
what, I fear, is a somewhat forbiddingly metaphysical dis- 
quisition on the subjects of Character and Spirituality, 
at least in the senses in which I wish it to be under- 
stood that I am employing the terms. By Character I do 
not mean Mentality, either in its intellectual or its intui- 
tional aspects. I mean a super-mental state, which may 
be described as that attitude on tlie part of the Real or 
Higher Self towards life, as an object of true perception 
and a sphere of active duty, which the Higher Self natur- 
ally and inevitably assumes when it realises once and for 
ever that it is essentially one with eternal, i.e., real, Sub- 
sistent Life. This super-mental state I call Spirituality, 
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the state of Essential Being : and I maintain that it is 
the only sens i in which we can properly make use of the 
world “ Spirituality.” When, therefore, I say that an 
individual or ethnos has or has not Character, I mean 
that that individual or ethnos has or has not Spirituality, 
in this sense. He or it has or has not realised the mystery 
of his or its essentially Divine Nature (and all that it 
implies in the way (Ahemg and of cohiIhcI) ; has or has not 
the power to apprehend eternal Verities, or substanding 
Realities ; and therefore does or does not order his or its 
conduct, whether in thought, word, or deed, in accordance 
therewith. In brief, his or its Essential Being — both 
substantially and operatively — is still involiiiionally buried 
or hidden from sight. For these reasons I assert that the 
Prusso-Germans, as an ethnos, and even, so far as recent 
indications show, individually, are possessed of no Charac- 
ter, no Spirituality, whatever. Intellect, of a sort, they 
undoubtedly have. Also intuitional faculties — functioning, 
however, only within the limits of an e ristential environ- 
ment. Thus endowed, they hive undeniably’^ acquired a 
wonderful mastery over what are called the resourees of 
Civilisation. Nevertheless they are utter Barbarians. 
Why ? Because, highly developed though they are, their 
development is merely that of the Involutionary, or 
Downward, Arc of Progress. In that very Progress they 
have never been able to see any thing but the opportunity 
for an unlimited indulgence in their natural brute in- 
stincts ; in the resources of Civilisation anything but the 
means whereby more effectively to conduct against their 
neighbours some deeply-thought-out campaign of wide- 
spread and overwhelming desolation and misery ; and in 
what they apprehend of Culture (by them transmuted into 
Kwltur) aught but an excuse for blatant self-glorification. 

19 
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Absolutely incapable of profiting morally from the lessons 
of experience, all down the centuries, from Eassi to 
Boches, they have been ever the same — congenitally ill- 
conditioned and savage, a predatory folk, a wild-beast 
ethnos, enemies of the human race. 

Closely connected with this subject are the far-reach- 
ing and deep-laid plots on the part of “ Scientific ” 
Teutonia to obtain a general acknowledgment that, 
as individuals — ^physieally', mentally, and even, ye gods ! 
spiritually — the Prusso-Germans are the supermen of 
the Earth, and, as a nation, are destined to universal 
hegemony and overlordship. Knowing full well that 
these first-mentioned honours already belong, as of right, 
to the Englishman (using that term in its widest 
sense), their initial efforts in this subtle campaign of 
fraud were directed to an establishment of the belief that 
the English and the Germans were ethnically identical — 
“cousins,” as the phrase once went. In this they 
succeeded to a marvel : British “ ^Scholarship ” swalloAV- 
ing the concoction wholesale, especially in early Victoriau 
days. Next, Berlin and other professors tried to make 
out that of this wonderful super-race they, the Germans, 
were the main-stock — ^the trunk, so to speak, of the ethnic 
tree — the English being only branches, if not mere twigs. 
The last move in the game has been a “ Hass ’’-inspired 
assertion that the English are a mongrel, half-Keltic breed 
— accompanied, nevertheless, in the very same breath, by 
the accusation that, in entering the Great War against 
them, after they had carefully decided that by reason 
of our inherent poltroonery we would stand aside, we have 
been guilty of an act of Race-Treachery 1 A particularly 
impudent, particularly ridiculous, yet highly amusing 
side-show, or development, out of these exploded artifices 
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on the part of Prusso-German Gelehrsamkeit, is to be found 
in the “ hiwhbrow ” lucubrations of the effresious Herr 
Houston vStewavt Chamberlain, on the subject of what 
he calls “a very delicately constructed, many-jointed 
organism ” — the German Idea. The real nature, howe- 
ver, of this delicacy of construction is itself a delicate 
subject : and, as Chamberlain is himself too delicate to 
refer to it openly, I have ventured, as you will see, to do 
the needful for him. 

One of the most imjjortant factors, outgrowths, or 
expressions, of Culture, in the Past, even as it 
remains in the Present — perhaps the most important — is 
Religion : though unfortunately this is a term which, 
(as understood by humanity in all stages of development 
short of the highest, as reached, not even by the most 
comple.xly evolved races, bat only by the more spiritually 
developed amongst these), has been lamentably misconceiv- 
ed and misapplied, and has probably been responsible for 
more misery in the world than any other cause. As 
regards the remote Past, all that seems to have come down 
to us is a number of so-called Divine Names, moving 
as it were in groups — each group being specially associat- 
ed with some particular age and geographical ai'ca. 
What specific doctrines were represented by these Names 
has been forgotten. As the unrecorded Past merged 
gradually into the recorded Past, or the beginnings of 
what we call historical times, and these again into the 
Present, we find ourselves still confronted by some of these 
Divine Names, or their ghosts. And all the time, as 
the centuries roll along, we see systems of belief, and 
more or less elaborate ceremonies and practices, gradually 
accreting round these Names, and what are called the 
great Religions of the world springing up, flourishing for 
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a time, and then passing out of vogue — only to be succeeded 
by others, all apparently doomed to' the same destiny. 
One feature they all seem to have in common. All begin 
as pure faiths (at least that is the tradition regarding 
every one of them) : but all end as questionable exoteric 
cults, with questioning esoteric cults in the background, 
of which the “ man in the street ” is invariably either 
ashamed or afraid to confess himself an adherent. What 
does this mean ? What really lies behind it ? Some sort 
of answer to this question — some sort of explanation — 
I have endeavoured to give, or rather to suggest, in 
Chapter XV. — “ Esoteric Pantheism, Old Exoteric Cults, 
and Mithraism." In this connection I have even ventured 
on au enquiry into the nature of Life, and into the real 
value of all the various speculations in which humanity 
has indulged, and still indulges, on the subject of what 
is called “ Immortality,” and the hopes and fears in 
which that idea is canopied, as though in clouds, more 
or less gilded. And the conclusion I come to is that 
Existence — that which we call Life in this ever-raetamor- 
phosing kaleidoscope of Time, Space and Causality — is not 
Life. Life is eternal. It cannot die. And we ? Essentially 
we are one with Life. And therefore, provided we realise 
this fact vitally — provided that we are really alive — what- 
ever experiences of alternate objective consciousness and 
unconsciousness await us in the realm of mere Airistence, 
in reality, as self-s?(isistent beings, essentially one with 
Self-5tf5sistent Divinity, like God himself, by and in and 
through hie Manifestor and Manifestation, the Kosmic 
Christ, we live — not in Time and Space and Causality — 
there we merely change our forms and states and undergo 
experiences — but in the Eternal Now. We are: and 
therefore we can never not he. 
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ThiSj I affirm, was the basic doctrine, not only of 
Mithraism and Ancient Pantheism, but also of all the old 
religious cults. This, I affirm, is also the solid rock on 
which all present religion, that really is religion, is or 
ought to be founded. 

I further maintain that, as a heritage — the most 
priceless of all our heritages — it has come down to us 
through the ages, by the ethnic streams described in my 
book, from our llhodo-Leukochroian ancestors. 

Another matter which Ideal with as and when it comes 
along is the Argument from Philology. Hitherto, largely 
on the authority of Max Muller, it has been held, more or 
le ss dogmatically, that the linguistic foundations of Europe 
as we know it (or imagine that we know it) are discover- 
able in a heterogeneous crowd of ethnoi vaguely referred to 
as the Aryan-Speaking Races— peoples who, whatever 
their physical type or types (and, at the back of our heads, 
there is always a lurking cmviction that they were fair, 
and even blond), were originally domiciled in the East, 
some even as far ea.st as the primitive homeland of the 
Vedic Aryas (usually called Aryans), but who, at various 
epochs in the past, and by divers routes, all streamed 
westwards, and, settling down in Europe, eventually gave 
rise there to what are called the hulo- European., nay, some- 
times even the Indo-Germanic, Languages. 

Against this I protest. The truth was exactly the 
other way about. I do not deny that many' of our 
linguistic possessions came to us from the East ; but I 
say that we ourselves, in the persons of some of our proge- 
nitors, brought them with us from that East, say vaguely 
during the comparatively modern period B.C. 115-A.D. 1, 
in the days of the great Vdlkerwandenniff, when the Saghs, 
the Dahae, and other Central Asian races, abandoned 
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Airyo-Turan, and poured like a flood into Europe. I 
further say that, ages before then, Mediterranean dialects 
— ^together with Mediterranean divine names, institutions, 
traditions, faiths, and philosophies — had found their way 
into the East from the West : taken there by those migrant 
Bosy-Blonds of whom I have already said so much in these 
lectures. 

Thus, for instance, I say that ])yamh-Pita found its 
way into Arya-varta, having developed from the very same 
etymon as that out of which Zeus-Pater and Jupiter had 
developed in the West. Thus also, I say, VaruHa found 
its way into Mitanni, or rather into early Bhodo-Turania, 
and thence wandered further east — having developed from 
the same etymon as that out of which Onranos had developed 
in the Mediterranean World. Thus also, springing 
originally from the same etymon, arose those develoj)ments 
which, remaining in the Old Mediterranean West, pro- 
duced TrSjan AtciAidi/ and Greek A /J-HXios and A 
but, being carried away eastwards by the eastward-migra- 
ting Rosy-Blonds, eventually appeared in such forms as 
Surya (through Svarya) and Apa-var-yan, or Apa-val-yan, 
Thus also, from the same common old etymon (whatever 
it was) arose those developments which, remaining in the 
old Mediterranean West, gave the ancient Greeks their well- 
known old 8aXa.<r<ra, and, Carried away east by the migrant 
Bhodochroi, gave the Rhodo-Turanians, and eventually 
the Babylonians, or rather Clialdaeans, that essentially 
identical but by no means so well known old name, 
Thauatth (Tiamat). All these, except the last (which as an 
equation, seems never to have been noticed hitherto by 
any one), are said to have come to the West from the East. 
Per contra, I say that they went to the East from the 
West. 
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Lastly, there are several important ethnic groups, now 
recognised as Europeans, whose original habitats were 
nevertheless “ somewhere in Asia, ” as Max Muller would 
have said. Of these we may mention (1) the Goths, 
who, through the Mas-Sagetai, were lineal descendants of 
those Romu, Mesrayim, and Egyptians who had been 
deported wholesale to Babylonia by Nebuchadrezzar in the 
6th century B.C., but who afterwards turn up as a free 
people wandering about in the wildernesses of Airyo-Turan ; 

(2) the Kymri, Brythons, and Lloegrwys (one division), 
and the Kimhri of the Cliersonesns Cimbrica (another 
division), who together were once known as the Kt/i./iepioi of 
B.C. 598, and these again as the still earlier Gimirrai ; 

(3) the ^aupoparai settled on the banks of the Volga, once 
known further east as the Northern Medes ; (i) the Saxons, 
Asen, and Yota — lineal descendants of the Sughuds, or 
Yii-Ti, and the Saghs of Ashaland in AirySn, (5) the 
Alamanic and other kindred Germans — lineal descendants 
of the Kassi-derived Persians and the Dahae of the 
Airyo-Turanian wilds; (6) Slavs, representing the residue 
of the Meili) and (7) the Arii of Livonia, descendants 
of the old Airyauians of Bakhdhi. All these last- 
mentioned communities, as I trust you have now 
thoroughly grasped, were denizens of Central Asia up 
till as late as some indefinite time towards the close 
of the 2nd century B.C., when, 1^ by the Sughuds 
and Saghs, they stampeded west, and eventually settled 
down in Europe. Of course they all, as also the earlier 
Goths, brought their languages with them, and it is 
very natural to recognise that many of the words in those 
languages must have revealed evidences of an origin 
similar to many words say in the Hellenic or Italic linguis- 
tic areas. 
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Indeed it is this which deceived the old philologists, 
and led them to enunciate those theories to which modern 
scholarship still seems to cling like grim death. Also, 
when these stampeded races settled down amongst or 
north-west of the barbarous Broadhead and other abori- 
gines of Europe, there was much give and fake in the 
matter of languages, dialects, and what are called loan 
words. Hence, to some limited extent, it is perfectly 
true that the languages of Europe, in their ultimate 
developments, do reveal signs of having had an original 
cunahula “ somewhere in Asia ”. But this is the explana- 
tion of the fact. Lituanian or Lettish (the language of 
the people called by the Romans the Arii, and who were 
really the migrated Airyanians of Bakhdhi) will give us 
several instances of this. So also will German — for the 
Germans are to a very great extent the lineal descendants 
of those crowds of barbarous Dahae (as well Persian 
as Unsettled) w'ho, when in Central Asia, had acquired 
their language and also their fiMork (or rather corrupt 
forms of both) from the cultured Sagbs, and had simply 
followed in the wake of the latter when they abandoned 
Airyan and migrated west. 

In the way of linguistics yet another problem which 
I tackle is that of the true relations subsisting between 
what are commonly called the Semitic and the Hamitic 
Languages. Owing to the trend of thought induced 
in the minds of our elders by the statements contained in 
Genesis X, it used to be believed that these languages 
were quite separate and distinct. Gradually, however, 
the suspicion arose that some mysterious connection 
subsisted between them ; but it was of so elusive a nature, 
and so little was really known about the subject, and 
other subjects also, not then recognised as involved therein, 
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that no very definite theory was formulated. The 
position at present taken up by philologists is, I 
understand, that both languages were originally a unity, 
having once bad a common area of development, which, 
it is assumed, was probably in Arabia ; that the Hamitic 
group were probably the outcome of a-ii original intrusion 
from Arabia into Africa, superposed upon indigenous languages 
there ; that there are still some investigators who believe 
they can trace connecting links between the two groups ; 
but that these later views have not yet been put upon a 
basis sufficiently firm to justify definite and final adop- 
tion. 

Shortly stated, the conclusion I come to in the course 
of a long and elaborate enquiry is this. If, for the 
moment, we discard the terms " Semitic ” and " Hamitic ”, 
and recognise that the peoples and languages so called 
were, like those of southern Europe from the Pyrenees 
eastward into Western Asia, merely particular develop- 
ments, in different geographical areas and in different ages, 
of one practically homogeneous Melanochroic World that from 
times inconceivably remote had been associated with the 
preat Central Zone, all difficulties w'ill, I think, subside, 
or at least weaken : for the rest may be summed iqr in 
the idea of special and local developments, here rapid 
and complex, there slow, sleepy, and simple, in the course 
of subsequent evolution — developments which, as it hap- 
pens, have since been ineradicably associated with what are 
now historically known as the Semitic, the Hamitic, and 
the Pelasgian Worlds. Further than this these expressions 
have, as the saying is, “ no scientific value whatever. 

One of the most elaborate and difficult chapters — 
certainly the longest chapter — ^in the book is that in which I 
enquire into the true origin of the Tetragrammaton, JHVH, 
80 
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or Yabveli, the distinetioa between it and Jah, Yah, 
or Yah-w, and the relations that subsisted between the 
two. As is well known, YAHVEH, the name, is alleged to 
have been revealed by God himself to Moses for the first 
time in B.C. 1492, either in the land of Midian or in 
Khem, it is not quite clear which. We are also asked 
to believe that, in a very particular and exclusive sense, 
Yahveh was the God not only of Abraham, Isaac, and 
Jacob, but also of their descendants, the Hebrews or 
Children of Israel, then in bondage and affliction under 
the rod of the Pharaoh for the time being of Khem ; that, 
in virtue of a promise made by Y^ahveh to Abraham, and 
also to Isaac, in whom Abraham’s seed were to be called, 
Canaan or Palestine (as it was eventually called) belonged 
as of divine right to the national race of Israel, parti- 
cularly including the Jews ; that the Hebrews or Children 
of Israel were in fact brought up by Yahveh out of Khem 
and placed in possession of the Land of Promise ; that 
it was Yahveh who established David upon his throne, 
and swore that it should endure " until the coming of 
Shiloh”, whatever that may mean ; and finally that 
Yahveh and JAH or YAH (Yah-S) were not two distinct 
divine pereonalities or names, but one and the same divine 
personality or name. All this, for the i-easons and in 
virtue of the facts set forth in Booh II, Chapter IX, 
I deny. 

Yahveh may have been, and probably was, a development 
on esoteric lines out of Yah, or Yah-if. But that develop- 
ment occurred at a comparatively late date — certainly long 
after the days of David and Solomon, neither of whom could 
ever have heard of the name Y'ahveh. Not JHVH but 
Yahu, or Yaho, Yh-fj, or Yh-5, was the divine 
name which, according to Dr. Inman, is said to have 
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come up like a flood about Conv. B.C. 1055, to enter as a 
noticeable element into the nomenclature of tlie inhabi- 
tants of “Judah” (*.«., the Amorites of southern Kharu) 
on David’s return from his enforced sojourn in Philistia 
and Phoenicia — almost every “ Jewish ” name having 
previously been compounded with El, Ab, Ach, Shemesh, 
On, Am, Baal, " or some word indicating ‘ life,’ ‘ exis- 
tence,’ ‘ brilliancy,’ ‘ might,’ * glory,’ etc.” (Ancietd 
Faiths, Vol. I, pp. 609, 610). This Yah, of course, was 
simply the old, old Yv, or lo, of the Amorites of Yadai. 
The suggestion that it was Yahveh [of which we are to 
suppose that Yah (Jah) was merely a poetical variant or 
abbreviation], is simply a very astute attempt on the part 
of Ezra, or whoever or whatever that name connotes, to 
transfer by way of credit to Yahveh all that, in respect 
of antiquity, genuinely attached' to the undoubtedly old 
name YSh, so as to establish the belief that the origin 
of Yahveh, as the great and holy name of the God of 
the Children of Israel, was in fact what in Exodus Ezra 
solemnly assures us it was. 

Whether, as early as the 7th century B.C. — e.g., the 
days when Eeuteronnnu/ is said to have been so mar- 
vellously “ discovered ” — ^there was an esoteric cult 
learned enough and enterprising enough to fashion the 
Teti-agi'ammaton out of the old Amoritie Yah-u, and to 
adopt it as a sort of shrine for the doctrines which it was 
their ambition to establish, it were perhaps at present 
impossible to say. This, however, is certain, that in the 
5th century B.C. and onward, Yahveh was taken in hand 
by the Judaising clique, and boosted for all that it was 
worth — being even assigned its own very special role in 
that new writing up of the Past which Ezra so audaciously 
undertook to attempt, and in the actual achievement of 
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which he met with '•ueh astounding success. JEHOVAH 
is a very modern form indeed of the name. 

Here I conclude these Lectures. What I have placed 
before you is of course a mere synopsis of the book 
which is about to be published. But from this 
mere synopsis you will, I trust, be able to take 
away with you one definite dominant idea — and that 
is, that in remote antiquity the main trend of 
ethnical and cultural dev'elopments, in their more mipoi't- 
ant aspects, was not, as we have hitherto been taught to 
believe, from a distant East, about which we know piaeti* 
oally nothing, to a very dimly adumbrated West, but from 
a West about which we are rapidly learn ig^ more and 
inore,and already know a very great deal— immeasurably 
more, for instance, than our elders knew a generation or 
two back— to an East with regard to which, if anything 
can be asserted with confidence, itis this, that the greater 
part of what we have heretofore imi^ned we knew about 
it is not knowledge. lu other words, it is in many respects 
either fudge or a nebulous chaos of more or less weirdly 
illumined hallucination — in any case absolutely and 
indubitably wrong. 

Perhaps you will think that this is a vorj- bold thing 
to say. My answer is that we are living in days when 
bold things have to be said, and said boldly. As Mr. 
Lloyd George but recently deelareil, He Old Iforld mml 
go — not only as regartls the things to which he was speeU 
fically alluding, but also, to a very great extent, in the 
realm of Learning so-ca11e<l. 




